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T is not material to thee to know what were the parti- 
| cular Reaſons that put me upon anſwering this Book 
of Mr. Sclater : whether it were a Challenge, or a 
Requeſt, both, or neither ; ſuch as it ws, it was defigned 
for a Vindication of our moſt Holy Mother the Church 
of England from thoſe very ſilly, and wery falſe Aſperſi- 
ons caſt upon her by Mr. Sclater up and down hes Book. 
| T hope no one will think that I have been too ſharp upon 
| him, 7 am certain his behaviour in his Book was ſo ver 
|. extravagant, and his abuſes ſo open, and ſo intolerable, 
| that IT can aſſure the Reader that it was with trouble 
: that I did reſtrain ufing oftuer a juſt Indignation. 
There is no one that reads him, who, had he , to 


examine his (Quotations as I obliged my ſelf for the moſt 
| of them, - would not, 7 think, have been as fharp upon 
| him as 7 have any where been. It would have ſtirred 
| up a very meek man's Indignation to have been ſerved as 
: he did me his Reader with his Quotation from Hilary, pe. 38. 
; where having by chance caſt my eye on the firſt part of 
\ the paſſage ſet down by him, I went hunting for the reſt 


of it as it ſtood in his Book, quite through St. Hilary's 
whole Book from thence, and little dreamed of what I 
i was very angry ro find that I was to look backwards in 


| Sr. Hilary for the other two parts of that paſſage. There 
| A 2 are 


To the Reader. | 

are ether dealings in his Book much more provoking than 
this. However, if any one think 1 am too ſevere upon 
. him, 7 muſt onely ſay, that it is perchance more pardo-» 
wable in me than in another : not that I have any perſo- 
wal quarrel againſt Mr. Sclater, whom 1 am morally cer- 
. tain # never ſpoke with in my life ; but upon another ace 
COHN. | 

One ſhort Addreſs 7 cannot avoid the making here to 
my Brethren of the Clergy, who have not opportunities 
of a full examination of theſe Controverſies in Antiquity 
it ſelt', that*they would beware for Mr. Sclater's ſake 
of taking things too much on truſt from our Romiſh Ad- 
_ verſaries, or of relying too much on ſome extraordinary: 
_ paſſages out of the Fathers. This Addreſs Z make, be- 

cauſe I have been —_ that this unhappy man was. 
very much impoſed upon, and perhaps almoſt perverted 
Ly that paſſage out of Sz. Chryſoſtome abou? Sr. Peter's 
having the Care of the whole Church commirzed ra him :. 
which paſſage therefore I was the more careful to exa- 
mine, and to confute it, that ſome may ſee hom unſafe it 
is to rely on ſcraps of Fathers about theſe Things, and how 
little they ought to value even the moſt favourable place. 
out of Antiquity for Popery, fince the ſtreſs of all Anti- 
quity # diretty againſt it, as our excellent Writers have: 
abundantly ſhewn, and even ſuch as I are able to. fhew. 
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better abilities would have condeſcended to the crouble 
of examining this your Treatiſe, was the ſole reaſon 


| 'F: HE expectation that ſome perſon of more leiſure, and 


that hindred your receiving tz ſooner from me: I am very cer- 


tain there is nothing in :, either ſo ſtrong, or ſo well managed, 
that could afftight any ſuch from bringing your Book to account, 
and therefore I muſt impute their neglect herein to another 
cauſe, which I believe you are not at all defirous to hear men- 
tioned by me. I am ſure I have the opinion of ſome and thoſe 
learned perſons to confirm me in this my belief. 

"Tis for your own ſake therefore chiefly, and for thoſe Readers 
who may poſſibly be ſtartled at the Title of your Book, that 
I undertake to examine ir, and to oblige you and them to fee, 
how very little reaſon you had ( or they to be mov'd by it) to 
call your Book Conſenſus Veterum, and what a miſerable miſtake 
you have made in this your forſaking the Communion of your Mo 
ther the Church of England, and falling to that of Rome. 

I hope you will not be angry that I take the ſame liberty to 


examine 


- examine your method in this Change, that you ſay ou did to 
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examine that of or Church. One thing I'll promiſe you (which 


I am perſuaded I ſhall in the examining of your reaſons find you © 


very often faulty in) that I will conſtantly, as to my Proofs and 
Authorities, uſe all the fairneſs and ingenuity that becomes a 

| Scholar, or a Chriſtian herein. The Cas/e of the Church of 
England is (© infinitely better, and more ſteady, than that you 
have fo lately eſpouſed, that it would be as extremely impru- 
dent, as unjuſt to practiſe the contrary in the defence of her 
as ſhe does not need, fo I am ſure ſhe does abhor, and is far 
from admitting any indire&, or fraudulent management of her 
Canſe. 


I ſhall therefore without any farther *Preface, proſecute my. 


deſign, and _ with your Preface, which preſents the Reader 
with a needleſs Apology about the Plural Title of your Tratt ; for 
if thoſe other quorations and proofs about the 1rwe Cathelick Church, 
and the Supremacy of St. Peter and the Biſhops of Rome were of any 
force with you, «hey deſerve their place in the Plural Title of 
your Book, if they were not, yet that other about the Exchariſt, 
though with you A/ i» All, can be but oe, how great ſoever. 


How Tran/ubſtantiation concludes Communion under one ſperies, [ 


cannot underſtand, fince if 7ran/ubſtantiation was always the 
- Opinion of the Cathoick Charth, as you affirm it was, from the 
very beginning, i* would have concluded then, as well as ow, 
which I am ſure it did not ; for, beſides our Saviour's Inſtitu- 
Gy Sm an myo fy ren vp 
ingly, as Xth together, his moſt ſevere ion 
Joh, 6. 53. we can ſhew you herein the Obedience of the Ce 
tholick Church for above a thouſand years, who were ſo humble, 
and fo reſpectfull alſo, as not to think themſelves either wi/er 
than our Saviour, or above his expreſs commands herein. Afﬀeer- 
wards indeed one part of the Catholick Church grew more know- 
ing, and the Comncil of Corſtance (maugre our Saviowr's expreſs 
command to be ſeen in the Goſpels, and very particularly in 


2 Cor. 11. St, Paul) denied one half of the Communion, the Cup, tO the Lai- 


Ugz 25» 


—__ {o that Church continues ever ſince to do. Among thoſe 
| wments Or Reaſons muſtered up by Gerſon at the Com 
ward, and for the Defence of this bold Comncil, I do not remember 
eve, that is not either ridiculous in it ſelf, or highly refleing 
vpoR ew bleſſed and weſt wiſe Saviour 5 prudence or foreſight. _ 

t 
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But to paſs by this, and your Argument from the 6+b of $. Jobs, 
which I (hall remember when I come to that poinr _— _ 
methinks your aſſwrivg your ſelf, that if your former Faith was net 
right in this (the Excharift), it was wrong in all controverted Parti- 
enlars, 8c. is none of the cleareſt Inductions, and would have 
appeared ſomething too bold, had yo not helped it out a little 
with what I ſo you have heard ſome of your »ew Church 
ſay, that chat Church hath the ſame Authorities and Traditions for 
them, as for this, RC. which I think to be oze of the greateſt 
- truths in yowr Bock, and I do afſure you that I am perfe&tly of 
the ſame opinion, that the Church of Rowe hath» the [ame neither 
better nor worſe Authorities and Traditions for all the Paints Contro- 
verted betwixt the Church of England and her, that be hath for 
Tyanſubſtantiation, which T queſtion not to ſhew, when I come 
to that point, to be either very bad, or none at all, 

Whether you have wrought in this your ſearch according to the 
direftions of the Church of England, will be better feen, when we 
come to your Proofs themſelves z I cannot paſs the Canon of ovr 
Church you have quoted here without making rwo ſhort Remarks 


If. 

The firſt of which is, How little owr Church is a favourer or Imprimi: 
encourager of the Private Spirit you talk ſo often about, or of v9 vide. 
private Interpretations, when ſhe doth not allow the Gmides of the * gory Fir 
Parecbial Churches theraſelves to teach any thing for Fasth in their gn dece- 
Sermons, Which is not agreeable to the Dottrine of the Old and New ant pro 
Teſtament, and the Interpretations of Catholick Amiquity. c—_ | 
puly reljgioſe teneri oF credi velint, nifi quod confentaneum ſit Do&rinz veteris 7 Novi Te- 
ſtamenti, quodque ex i114 ipſa Dodrini Catholici Patres, Gy Veteres Epiſcopi collegerint, &c- 
Liber Canon. Diſcipline Eccleſia Anglicane, 1571. Titulo Concionatores. 


2. That it is a moſt falſe as well as a moſt ridiculous Afertion 
of your new Brethren of the Church of Rome, who ſay, owr 
Church \lights and reje&ts the Fathers, becauſe they are all againſt 
her, and that /be owns they are all againſt hey : for a clear Contra- 
diction to which, I would but deſire of aw Romarift to reade 
this ſort Canon of a Smed of owrs in the beginning of Queen E/;- 
z4beth (erioully over, and to confider it, and I do not queſtion 
if he would but ſpeak plainly herein, as every ingenuous man 
ought, that he would own ſuch 4ſertour: to be guilty of a dows- 
right Calumny. B 2 '.. For 


1; 
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| For-your Conditional Thanks that you-ſeem willing to beſtow. 


On the Church of England for her Direftions ;, ſhe can have no rea- 


ſon to expect any from you, ſince I am pretty- well aſſured thar 
You have = obſerved her Direftions, and therefore can:owe hey 


none on that account : and for your Conditional Prayers. for the- 


Teachers of her Communion, GCC. I can aſſure you, that they are by 
her Injun{tions , and without any conditions, not behind-hand 
with yo in ſuch civilities, ſince thrice a: week at leaſt they are 


commanded in the Litany to put up conſtantly a Petition. for you,. 


and /wch as you. | 

Galatinus and his Rabbins T (hall tefer to their place in your Book, 
to which I ſhall now paſs, finding-nothing farther .in your Pre- 
face, that may not be better conſidered in the An/wers to the 
Particulars of your Book. 


CHAP. L 


The Method of the Anſwer, and a Conſideration of Mr. Sclater's Rea- 
ſons of doubting in our Communion, 


—_—_— TI undertake the Particslars of your Book,, I cannot re- 
| frain the making a complaint to os, that you have not put 
your writing into a-2erhod becoming a Scholar, but have ma- 
naged yoxr. reaſons ſo confuſedly, and paſled ſo abruptly from 
one head tO another, that it is ſometimes difficult to know which of 
3ogr points you are then about. Method and clearne(fs, and a fair 
tranſition from one part of a Diſcourſe to another were never 
counted trifles, nor ever thought unworthy the care of any one 
Writer that did deſire either to inffrut or to convince his Rea- 
acer s. 

That I may avoid therefore my ſelf, what Iam forc'd to re- 
prehend in another, I- ſhall in this my Expoſt#/ation confine my. 
ſelf ro, and direct my ſelf by, rheſe Rules. 

1, To conſider the Reaſons of your donbting during your conti- 
nuance in or Communion whether you-were in the right way, and 
of a true Church. 2; The Method you uſed for the reſolving your 


{elf in your doubts. 3.. The Reaſon Or Reaſons that convinced your 


ſo; 
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* far as to leave owr Communion, and to eſpouſe that of the Church 
Or Rome. 
T do not believe IT can wrong your Book in taking ſuch a 
Acthed, or diſoblige you-or any one elſe that may read the, 
As to the f-/t head then, the Reaſons of your doubting, one 
might with reaſon have expected, that yo would a little more 
have enlarged your ſelf in 4 thing, the right managing of which 
' was of © infinite concern, or at the leaſt that you would have 
afforded the World tho' bt ove Reaſon, that might have given . 
ſatisfaction. That, which you have put down, I mean the 7exr 
from S. Paul, Let him that thinketh he ſtandeth, take heed: leſt he fall, 
Iam ſure, cannot, ſince that Text may as well (erve againſt the: 
approaching Eaſter as it did againſt the /aſt, and yow may as well 
uſe it now as-you did then; and ſhould a giddy mind pofleſs 
you, and hurry you next to Sociniani/m, then to the Anabaptiſts, 
and herd you at laſt among the .2akers, no body could refuſe 
you your Mitto, and Let him that thinketh he ftandeth, &c. would 
ſerve ox in as mach ſtead for any of them, as it did vow. With- 
out any ſatisfaction at all therefore about the reaſons of your 
doubt, which I wiſh we had had faichfully ſer down, that ſo the 
World might not take that leave it does now of judging what 
it pleaſes concerning the rrwe reaſon: of your leaving us, I 
muſt follow you to that wherein you are more copious, the 
a DAethed you uſed for the reſolving your ſelf in your donvts, which 
' you forgot to ſet down here. = 7-4 


FT ET. 
His Account of Education and Intereſt examined and Refuted, 


| | Efore you enter On your Method you tell us ou had two very 
| ): great things to conflict with, which were like to prove 
great obſtacles 1n this your inquiry after truth, Education and In- pag.”-1; 
tereſt, Through Edacation and Confidence in the Teachers you had” © © 
been inured-to, you Complain you had almoſt" been hardened againſt 
. the lifſening to- any thing contrary to thoſe Precepts and Dottrines they 
had rooted in you, &C, 
To 


£22. 2, 


"048 » 2 « 


To hear an old Man complain of Edaratiov cannot but be : 
little ſtrange, eſpecially —_ who hath been a Teacher = 


elf ( as he difdainfully I muſt believe, calls our Clergy ) per- 


- chance berwixe Thirty and Forty Years if Twenty, nay 


Ten, far too much ſure for ſuch a complaint : and in 4 Church 
£00, Which permits and encourages her Clergy in the peruſing, 
canvaſing and examining al Books of Controverſie betwixt her 
ſelf and the Church of Rome, and which is more, obliges them to 
a peruſal and diligent examination of the Primitive Fathers by that 
very Canon you your ſelf quoted in-your Preface, which [ have purcr 
down alſo. ( 1.) But this js the common woice of the Converts 
-yorerg Or «ld, and therefore whether to purpoſe or No, you muſt 
for company ule it, tho” it be really ridiculous from exe in your 
circwmſtaxcer, as] think I have made plain enough. And truly 
"the complaint would far the handſomer become you, now when 
you are of a Church, that teaches her Member: the pretty knack 
of captivating their underſtanding, {topping their ears, and ſhucting 
their ezes againſt any thing that migl convince them of che Er- 
rour they are in. I mult confe( that your Charch is not fingu- 
lar herein, the 7»rks practiſe it as ſtrictly as 30s, that they may 
ſecure their Members in thei excellent and moft ſafe ( as they 
.doubclefs think ir ) Communion and Religion of 

But ſuppoſe Edvcarien might be a Prejudice, and would give 
a man a great deal of needs tO rid himſelf of the Prepoſſeſſions 
it commonly inſtills into green heads, ours could not give you 
any, fince Alexander like you cut the Knot that might have gi- 
ven you great trouble to unlooſe, by ab/tratting your felf ( when 
you entered on your Method ) from your ſelf and Religion too; 
which doubtleſs is both a quick ad i a ſure way of ridding a 
mans ſelf of the Prejudices from any Religion, by abſtrafting 
himſelf from Religion, and looking on himſelf as a Man of no Reli- 
gion, I cannot but applaud your Method of getting ſhut of the 
Prejudices of Education, and cannot but admire s: as the weſt 
clever, ſure, ſhort, unerring way that any man could take to get 
rid of Educatiov9, which I will now with you take leave of, 
and paſs onto Intereſt, and ſee how you ſerved it. 

And here again you are as Concile with Irtereff, as you were 
before with Education, if a man may credit you. #her 1 © 
confidered ( ſay you ) Solomon's Advice, buy the Truth, and {ell 


it 
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it not:: 1 was eaſily perſuaded to look upon Intereſt, as a thing 
worth nothing, 6c. And did you ferve it fo * why then traly 
to give you your due, you are an extraordinary Perſon among 
the Converts; one to whom an Eye to worldly Intere/# cannot 
fairly be objeQed : and I ſuppoſe you are very willing and de- 
firous too, that the World ſhould have ſuch an Opinion of 
you ; that yo# have fairly quitted all purely for Conſcience fake 
chat yow had rwo _—_ indeed z but fince you are convinced 
that zo ought not to be any longer a Communicant with, 
leſs a Afinifter of, the Church of England, you have ſacrificed 
them both to the Intereſt of your Immortal Souls, that tho' as the- 
World ow goes, it is the ſure and only way to Preferments in 
Church or State to continue a Member ( at leaſt outwardly ) of = 
the Charch of England fo called, yet yow for your part have, 
and do count all this worldly Intereſt, as a thing worth nothing, 
and are reſolved to turn your back to ir, ſo that you may but 
provide for the Salvation of your Soul. 
* This truly is the Piture of a very excellent Chriſtian, the - 

only queſtion to be asked now. is, whether it is MF. Sclater's 
of Putney; I am ſorry that I muſt acquaint the World, not- 
withſtanding your ſpeaking ſo contemptibly of  Intereft, that 
really ir is no more yours than the man's in the Moon $ for to + 
be more ſerious with yow, with what face could you write this, . 
when almoſt all the Kingdom knows, that you hold both your 
Livings ftilt, tho' you difown your being ſo much as a Member of 
the Charch of England ; and briskly you hefored:and - 
velled the Church of Worceſter, when they only deſired to fi the | 
Cure of Putney with a Afiniſter of the Church of England, which : 
. you denyed any longer to own your (elf co be? 

A great many I am ſure, think you did very il! to hold thoſe 
Living in your preſent Condition, and I do aflure you, it is in- 
finitely worſe to do it, and yet by writing to infinuate to the - 
World, that you have not, but have accounted all worldly In- 
tereſt ( the Profits of .two Livings may be ſo named I hope ) 
45 4 thing worth nothing. Ton have not loſt, or delivered up any 
worldly coricern that I can hear of on hrs acconnt,: you ftand I * 
believe in as much probability as ever you did of getting more : 
if this be the way of lighting, and undervaluing Intereſt,” I: 
do affare you that all the Covetons, the Extertioners, - and the -- 
worldly Hypocrites do it as much as ou. CHAP.- 


PAL. 2, 
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CHAP. Ill 
His Method ſhewn to be Unreaſonable, 


OSS then-this falſe as well as diſingenuous account of your 
L- ſetting aſide, and ridding your ſelf of Irereft, I muſt be- 
gin the Examination of your Method of reſolving your ſelf in 
your Doubts, which indeed is ſurprizing from a Ainifter, and 
became Des Cartes as to matters of Philoſophy, a little better, 
than it can do ow Or any one Elſe in Matters of Religion, Here 
(ſay you) as 1 had abſtrafted my ſelf from my ſelf and Religion 
too, 45 a man of no Religion, but contemplating all: 1 muſt lay all 
before me, aud look ſtudiouſly upon them, 8&2. : 

If you mean by this account of your Method, that you really 
put your felf into an abſtratted ſtate, and were reallh as of no 
Religion ſo of no Church at all during this your ſearch for a Com- 
»1ion wherein you might be afterwards ſafe, I muſt tell you, 
that as your Method was moſt extravagant, ſo it was of too 
ſhort a duration for your looking ftudiouſly, contemplating and 
comparing the two Communions of England and Rome together, 
ſince it is as certain that you were at Maſs laſt Eaſter Day, 
1686, as that you did give the Communion at Putney Church on 
Palm Sunday before it, and therefore muſt have been a XMnifter 
of the Church of England on the one Sunday, and a Member of 
the Church.of Rome on the next, during the time betwixt which 
two Sundays I am certain you are far from being able to have 
conſidered and examined the Merits of the 1wo Churches : you 
are not ſo quick a Man, for all your pretended diſcovering at firf 
fight that all other Communions were evidently confuſion. 

But allowing that during this ſearch you onely Ex hypothef 
put your {elf in ſuch a ſtate without leaving actually our Com 
munion till your Method and Reaſons were over and [atsfaitory, it 
was a very-odd Method for a Man that had been fo long a Mini- 
{ter, and was ſo old a Man, and would much handſomer have 
become you, were you coming over from Pagani/m, Or HMahe- 


metiſm, than from one Church that evidently hath the Carholick 
| Faith 


[9]. 


w 
eh you kg, Tam can hehe ul ſt was fit on. 
a Madman, we aver oft 25 mu Capo? 
Clergy Man, who Threeſcore (as I believe you are) 
falls ro abſtradting and dowbang, and ſappoſing, as if he had 
been in a Dream all the reſt ( and belt part) of his Days, 
ſince he was in Orders : and at laſt when others begin to abre, 
he begins to dovbe, to ſearch, and to make /aving diſcoveries. 
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CHAP. IV. 
The Confuſion of his ſegreh, 4nd the Abſurdity of it fhewn. 
AF Qcwithſtanding the] ; in this your tale, Which 
N ld 3, ao Wt Gr EE 


are {0.many as Wqu 
Jeaſt value'for your Book, or 
{T owſt follow, and fee how 
well you uſed this your w erous Af | Upon | P reſerved Ps «2, 3 
P. rinciple ( key you ) _ = you Fee: apes Lek 5 ry 

inquiry amongſt my Brethren of the n ; 
as.much your -Brethcen i a this, ſtate, and NO, more WE - 
are. Hobbes's of. Hiinora's) 1 gave _moft attention to theſe ſe Port / 

. writers, that had reverence for Church fotherity 'I 7% 

.peal to.any Man ſenſe w r this paſſage d ges not 6G '0 
'much -more 'of '.a Man. alrt y a, Papiſt, than of 2 mers 
.Seeker ; -but.to pals that, Pray, did' 

-what was. you inquiring for ? , S it : for the the Cathal 
or for a particular Communion, W rein .you might be 
or the Catholick, Church, you not. to be gies wh 
you inquired .of among. our Teachers 9" Writers, (1 
== of them could Feagly ta ve told you, that the © Son 


ck-Church is made up of grenle, Charches planted'in 
he four quarters of : the Yor{a, . ding .- from, Chr the ongly 
ad of her the trae. Faith, and Catholick, Yay s fo that if you 
inrended to find where ſhe was fixed, That 0 you might in. pou 
ceflity tell her your grievances, ſhe iS cog ned to, no place, being paz. 5, 
-a Diffuive B:dy.throughaut, the Wor _ 


- 


: Bl [10] 
If you wanted a Particular Communion, a true Member of the 
Catholick Church wherewith to communicate, and upon which 
to truſt your Salvation, the Church of England ( Particular as to 
place, Catholick as to Faith and Dofrine) is ſuch; ſo that your 
inquiry might here have ended, fince if you were a true Mem 
ber of Hers, you were at theſame time as tzxe a Member of the 
Catholick Charch, | 65 | 
Here I mult take occafion'to tel] you, that you: ſeem by your 
Abſtratting your {ef from your i to have wilder'd your ſelf, 
and thence to have confounded the Notions of the Catholick 
and Particular Churches, while from our Saviour's promiſe that 
the Gates of Hell ſhould never prevail againſt the Catholich Church, 
you argue the Chxrch, muſt be ove, which no Body denies; that 
it muſt have one Faith, which no Body denies neither, and: that . 
it. muſt by virtue of Chriſt's promiſe perpetually aliae in this one 
Faith, nor is this denied any more than the other two by any of 
eur Church , and what have you got hence ? onely that Chriſ 
hath and will always have a tre Church upon Earth, which 1 
know no Body ever denied. Bur here is the grand pinch, and 
what one may eaſily ſee yu» aim at, and that is to have this Ca- 
tholick Church, and the Church of Rome to be all ove and the 


ſame ;, which we ſhall ſee how you prove by and by. 


In the mean time I muſt return ro you, where I left you 


 quarrelling with our Church-men, and ſee whether I can make 


an end of the Quarrel. You fay that you found that thoſe of 
our Church that had moſt Reverence for Church Autharity, meant 


 enely their own, &c; You had done the World a great kind- 
neſs, if you had told who they were you inquired of, and 


what were the Queries you put to them. TI hope if you asked 


eFafter the Carholick Church, they did not tell you that the Nai- 


onal Church of England was the whole Catholick Church. If you 
asked after a Particular Church, ſurely you cannot blame them 
for aſſerting the Authority of their own Church, When you put 
the ſame Gueries to the Romiſh Teachers or Writers, did they re- 
jet their own Charch's Authority, did not they mean their own, 
when they would perſuade you to their Communion; as much as 
our Men did that of our Church, when you. inquired among 
them ? where then is the fault > what would you have had ' 
29.doe to pleaſe you ? would you have had them: to lay on the 
Char 


Fa] 
Charch.of England js the Catholick, Church, which 0 one that hath 
any ſenſe can ſay of Her any more than of the Church of Rome ? 
would you have had 'em to ſay that they had a Church indeed, 
but that either /he had mo Authority, or that no Body need to 
ſubmit to i: ? which none but a mere Ignoramus could ſay. 
This, Sir, is perfect Trifling, this is to write « Bock, and 
yet not to know what ove wants, or what he would have. I 
wiſh to God you had reſerved ( when you were ab/tratting your 
fetf )) a little Zogick, that a Man might have known what you 
meant here, and where one might have you ; that ſo, w 
a Reader thinks by your Words and by Connexion that you 
are talking of the Cathotick Church, you may not come off with 
a Piſh, the Man underſtands me not, I was ſpeaking of Particular 
Churches. IT wiſh you had licked thi« your confuſed piece into 2 
| lictle better Method 3 and had beſtowed on it a little thing cal- 
led 1nrelligibility ; but perhaps you thought /ach a ſtile fitteſt for 
a Man that was going to write about Tranſubſtantiation, 
You are as little pleaſed with them, when you ſay they held 
Vhe Scriptures in high efteem ( you might without a falſity have 
added, in far greater than the Church of Rome does, of which 
you now are ) though under that Notion, they underſtood no more, P48 3+ 
than what themſelves were pleaſed to allow to be Canonical, admitting 
alſo ſome Traditions, but taking and refuſing 4s they ſaw good, GC. 
To be brief with you on this poiar, if you ſpeak here of 
particular Perſons in our Church, it is utterly falſe, fince they are 
all obliged to believe that to be the Canon of Scripture , which is 
ſet down in the Articles Y, our Church, and there is not one Man 
of our Charch that is at liberty to believe which he pleaſes, and 
to reject which he pleaſes from being Canonical Scripture to bim, 
- and for Traditions received in the Church, no particular Man hath 
any more power over them, than over the number of the Ca- 
nonical Books, Put if you ſpeak of our Church it ſelf here, 
( which your words without ſtretching will not Lear, ) it is as 
falſe of Her, fince ſhe believes and celivers thoſe Books onely as 
Canonical, which the Primitive Charch believed and delivered 
down to her as /#ch : She reje&ts none as Apocryphal, which 
were not alſo rejected a+ /xach by the Primitive Church, as the 
, Famous and moſt Learned Biſhop Coſin hath molt incomparably 
proved it for her in that his — Scholaſtick Hiftory of the Ca- 
2 | ; _—_ 


£81 
TH180085_ ſhe tejeihs ome Bot 


Ep pg ar 
FON ibs rp ny If Ge 9s 
ogy _ reh, or Now 'a$ ate bf 
SY the Pr Ver vt reſo, the Nirfihal Chrch Eo: 
hath riot = much Auth ory herein to judfe © 
Hings, #s che Chyrch of Rinke ber ſelf, who (For example ſake ) 
hath ef: of ion Wi Cirmnition's Birr, tho” 4 Tralttim of 
e Catholick Phe 
So that 1 yorrnts for my Life ſee; What you Would fan, 
tho* moſt diculonſly, & Foes from hence, that 'a// With us v+- 
 ſolved;t ſelf into the {udgment of a Private Spirit, ahd vuift be (1 
6g e you mean the Private Spirit muſt te , tho' your Words 
are far Fom' bearing it ) The chief, or 'rather onely ſupport of your 
Proteſt ant Faith, 8c. Since 'it is ſo palpably falſe, 2s I have juſt 
now fhewn, nothjrig as to matters of Faith, Piſciphne, or 
_ Communion among # being either left to, Or gnided 6, of by, 'or 
epending pon a1 Man, how grear, or how learned frever, his | 
wvate Spirit 3, and -/c 'fo Hidituline, that T could'not for rany. 
T thithad not abſtratted himſelf from his'reafon "rol 
you right, you havealmoſt a mind to' come off it with your 
A etbathe, and I mo content withour being angry that it ſhould 
paſs for your thaught, the abſtralted-no-Religion Man's. | 
. You'go on to ſhew that you tonld 'not 'perſuitde your felf thit 
Seripture” alone ' cold. be the' [ag e of 'Comroverſies, and reſolve 'your 
dbubts, when the Private” Spirit Was Wade the Pape of Seripthre,” Ve: 
Ler the private Spirit be 'excluded, \ will ob, admit it t 
oP you allow the! wr or Ch»rch of England tO interprer 
in new Emergencies, which fell not you. the care of 4miquiry 
2nd _ our Four Conch Chnneits ? Tf you admit' his, there need 
be no difpate, ſmce long before 'your' doubts, the Chick of 
England, Kath by frblith R ahte nteffveted the 'Scripiare in all 
matters of 'Faith and Diſcipline, and tied up all her Memibers > - 
Bath in all the points of Caneroverſie betwixt ws and Rome deter- 
mined, that ny ſenſe of the Scripture is directly againſt them, 
[for «as 3 ou will not adimit ir, I ſhould be glad'to'fee 
fon A it, that would not's ful fly in 'the face of 
74 = =o Rome. © 


fo [ the 14/chief” #pon this Principle of the Private irit, Fs 
pea Par Bt Aidders, ; You'vaght 'to' have remem 


[ 23] 
that Principle was not ſet up 5y, but _ the Church of Eng- 
land, and-thatit was bands + , butthe dreZ and . non 
Enemies thereof das commited - cbſe on outrages 3, 308 Cannot be 
ignorant that it was She only tha ring-that Rebelion 
and Schiſm : and _ it is > _—_ in 59% to infinuate 
as if Sher wasrawſe of a1] chat diſtraction, . whereas nothing is 
more apparent than the contrary toit. And .as to your Tar- 
»H Retzgio, Bec. I challenge you to thew F20p -- Priugple-of 
the Oharob of England that encourages; or but glance £0- 
wards Rebelkon, Sedition, Or diſturbance of = Church or 
Svare - This Il omiſe you for every one, T'll ſhew you 7zu of 
your new'Church, I'll hows you Connrcils for it, your own may 
ifurons of 'nll the : Enropeas Comncils, the Fourth of 
the #a». Your Poper depoting Princes, giving away their King- 
aloms (as they have done-onrs more than once ) ſetting up in Re- 
bellion Son againſt Farber, I'll thew you the Rebellious Heb 
Teague in France, 'one King moſt:barbaxouſly Murdered = it, 2 
Pape [_ Sixt Luintres | K a /et Speech commending the.-Pari- 
ide: the Sorbone 'it felf m_—_— —_— Decree: againſt the 
Two Harries.of France, bot * their Cath ( as 
'rhey call themſelves) Subjefts 3 | me 0 wg w _ you. 
know or at leaſt fl , that we have infinitely the advantage 
-of your new'Charch as to Principles of Loyalty. 

'The 'refult it - ſeems of your : Inquiry .and: fearch .among us 


Lateran leading pag. 34. 


Twas, 'that ——_ comph with comman reaſon if you did.not-diſe PAY. 4+ 


clay ) the ' »t of [YOur-own, ' or any Man's private Spirit, 'BeC. 
nite. this bat.one. Queſtion to.ask: you, and that is. how 
you came to'be a Remas Cathotick ;. if you diſclaimed your own 
'reafon or private Spirit , :pray. who :choſe your: guide or Church 
For. 9s if -o»-diſclaimed every ones elſe, ' pray tell us how any © 
»Bodz\eMe conld doe it _—_ 2 But Bue novvihſnding = your 
-&i/claiwing, i we: find you bufie enough-u 9 _ Book - 


'ating as if you (never had- done any: ing, fue, 

"Jaaging, ker conternplarin = ſearching and Forty ex 
-ions which uſed to denote _ of. Mines wdp- 
"ment:and Reaſon... 


.CHAP:. 
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CHAP. V. 
His Method farther expoſed, and the ridiculous Fraits of it, 


| T HE Fruit of all your ſearch hitherto hath been onely to 
Pag. 4 find, or at leaſt to miſtruſt the ground you ſtood upon ſomewhat 
wnſure, &c. What ground it was you then ſtood upon, I can- 
not gueſs, ſince before this _ had abſtrafted your ſelf from Re- 
{igios, and ſuppoſed your ſelf as of »o Religion, fo moſt certainly 
of »o Church, But all this is afſuredly but a figure to bring in 
the Rock, the Rock you think you were got «por, when once a 
Romaniſt, If I might have had a word with yo# before you 
had mounted your Reck, for now I am afraid there is no 
ſpeaking with yo, I would onely have been informed by ox, 
(+) Or whether there is but ove Rock, and whether I muſt give (#) 
Li.” Origen the lie who tells me that all the Apoſtles were Rocks as 
in Marth. well as Peter; and what I muſt ſay to (Þ) Terrullian and others, 
) Pre- that tell me, other Apoſtles planted Churches as well as Perer and 
- £32 Paul at Rome; and that 1 might be as ſafe in any of them all, as 
Franck. in that at Rome, ſince they and Rowe had the ſame Faith (as 
15979. (©) Irenexs ſays) delivered to them, and had a Miniſtry ſettled by 
(<) Cont. Apoſtles among them; I wiſh I might be ſo happy as to have a 
T” ET. ſatisfactory Anſwer to theſe neries from you or any one elſe. 
* 4 But for the preſent you are too bufie, having got the Text, 
 Feuard. that the Gates of Hell ſhould not prevail (which Text by the bye 
1625: how came you to interpret of a Church, fince if you aiſc/aim 
your private {udgment, it does, for any thing you can know, re- 
late to ſomething elſe? ) Now are ſure upon it that Chriſt hath a 
| Church, that that Church has bat one Faith ; which I have alrea- 
dy told you or Charch does not deny. And now you wanted 
nothing to find firm footing ( ſure footing you ſhould have called it 
P4g. 4 for Mr. Serjeant's ſake) but to diſcover, whether the Church 
from her Original was the Commiſſioned Interpreter of the Sacred 
Writings, GCC. 
One would expect here in a thing of that moment ſome well 
. managed Reaſons from Scripture, Reaſon, and the Conſent of Ar- 


tiqus:9 
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riquity'to prove that the Church of 'Rome ( which you cannot de- 
ny that you mean here, ) was this Commiſſioned Interpreter ;' but 


inſtead of that, you think you do ir cleverly enouph by infinu- © 
ating that without it there* would be »0-end of Controverſies, 


which-is not proving but begging. ' As'to the choice of &s Hundred 


Faiths ( without ſuch an Interpreter) which you ſay you ſaw pag. 5. 


you might have il you mean in the Church of England, and that 
you mult mean, having already ſet afide al other Communions, 
and being now employed in the examining whether of the 7wo 
Churches, the Church of England or Rome, you might be fafe 
with; I am obliged to tell you that there are »o fewer than 
Ninety Nine miſtakes in this ſhort Sentence, {ince the Faith of the 
Church of England is but one, and as much one as that of the 
Church of Rome her (elf. 


But for all this talk you have not got to your Church yet, pag. 5. 


which muſt be 7iſblez to wave needleſs Diſputes, ſuch the 
Church of Eng/and is as well as the Church of Rome. And 
now you want nothing but a definition of her, which you com- 
plain yow.could not get among us, and therefore was forced to 
80 to the Books of Catholicks ; As to the complaint I anſwer 

at you needed not to have gone to the Carholichs ( as you 
call 'em ) ſince the Church of England's definition in her Articles 


will I think, fatisfie any reaſonable Man, while (#4) it defines (*) 4rticle 


the Viſible Church of Chriſt to be a Congregation of Faithfull | here 
Hereticks and Schiſmaticks are both excluded ] cn, in which the 
pure Word of God us Preached, and the Sacraments be duly Miniſtred 
' according to. Chriſt's Ordinance [ and that muſt be by lawfull 
Paſtors ] in all thoſe things that of neceſſity are requiſite to the 
ſame. 

You could. not but know of this Definition of the Charch of 
Chriſt, you had done well to have ſhewn particularly, wherein.i: 
failed of ſeparating Hereticks or Schiſmaticks from being either 
Flock, or Shepherds in the Church, But no Ignorance is compara- 


ble to that which is affefted. And fince you would not' be- 


contented with ozrs, Tl &en try S. N's. and ſee what reaſon it 
has to be prefer'd to that of the whole Church of England, 

The Church of Chriſt is one Suciety or company of Men, 

Lhe Viſible Church of Chriſt is-a Congregation.. 


Linked 


19. 


$ N, 
Ch. of. P.. 


I) | 
S. N. Site rl. conbinel regedhor in the ſame Profeien of Olriftian 


h, 

i} Ch. of E. Of Faithftll Men. 
if S.N. - Anil fe of Sacraments wiler wn Paſtors, 
| Ch. of E. And the Sacraments be duly Adminiftred according te 
! | Chriſt's Ordinance. -- 

'Thus far we agree, a5 for Ss. X's addition of thoſe Paſtors wt- 
fo under one Supreme Head Paſtor «r Conſervator pacis & veritatis, 
do 5or or he prove-ir, and -put ie into the Definition 5 its 
being there--ow is no-proof of the T+«th of 54. 'However you, 
1 perceive, were farisfied with it, and think this Definition 
hath brought-you to the 'Rock, hach done your buſineſs for 


you. 
I have often heard indeed of Men diſputed into a Chwrch, of 
1 "Men cajoked, andof ethers threatned or frighted into a Church; 
| V but muſt confeks I never heard of any before you definitioned in- 
j toa Charchs and truly it looks: furprizing that a Man ſhould 
like a Chxrch for a Definitions ſake. Suppoſe your Definition 
-prove falſe, are 50s reſolved to leave that "Church, and go to 
wrother that hath a better Defnirion ? If this be your Humoyr, 
the Sophiſters would be roo hard for you , and lead you into-an 
Enceis Maze. 'Satisfied however 50x '2re at 'preſent, and fo 
-overjoyed-at this Definition, -that you forgot what was nec 
| Yor 'e, and that was to-prove and-to confirms it 5 inſtead of -whi 
[ you fall into extravagant Praiſes, and a burry of Words and Ecſta- 
| *#es'to no purpoſe, whereas you negle&-ro-prove, Firſt, that 
'thes 15S a'true-and regular Definition, and -Secondly, that 5: does 
belong to (the Church of Reme {0 (called _ of all «ther, 
-p4p. 6. Had you done this, you had acted like a Scholar, whereas the 
other rable of diſcoveries and abuſed Pſalms prove nothing at 
*all, and would far better have become ſame #94» or. Poert-Cort- 
li. *vert than 70u, 'who ſhould prove 'thefe things, and let them 
=> which can doe no better, admre. ; | 
| After your fir of Erſtafres is over, jouſeem fomething willing 
= to afford us ſome Teſtmmonies of Antiquity , to what-purpoſe'I 
If muſt now inquire that ſo we may avoid Corfufren, and I may 
| ſhorten my A»/wers, Bur here bony to my own deſign, I 
muſt take leave of - your Method of reſolving your ſelf inyour 
doubts, being arrived at that, which I took leave for order 


and 


| [17] 
and clearnefs ſake to call the Reaſmms of your Converſion, 
which convinced you fo far, as to leave our Communion, and to 
eſpouſe that of Rome, I will take leave of it with this Com-. 
plement, that it really is the moſt admirable one I ever heard 
of for a Clergy-Man of above Threeſcore. 


CHAP. VI 


H:s Proofs of a Menarchical Church nnder one Supreme Head from 
Scriptare Anſwered, | 


T HE Fruit of your »«b Aethod, and the effect of all your 
Search hitherto hath been ( as far as I can perceive ) that 
you have met with a Definition that pleaſes yyw : Now except 
you take S. N. to be as infallible in making of D-finitions, as the 
Pope is ſaid by ſome { and perhaps believed by yu ) to be in 
making of Canons for the Church, and that you ought to ſubmit 
to his Definition, juſt as you do to the_.Popes Decrees, with all 
ſnbmiſſion, without any ſcraple, or examination you know it will 
be expected from yon to prove this his Definition to be true : I 
cannot dare to think you ſo much a Madman as to believe S. 
N's Infallibility at Definitions, and thereforenow do wait for your 
proof of theſe rwo things. 

Firſt, That th your eſpoſed Definition is true , that is, that 
Chriſt his Catholick Church is Monarchical, and governed (upreme- 


ly by one chief Paſtor, his Generaliſſimo ( a very fit Title in A lite- pag. 6. 


aa (1. for ſome of your Popes) or PVicegerent here on Earth 3 
and Secondly, That this Definition doth belong to the Church of 
Rome, and not to the Church of England: Do but prove me'the 
firſt, and Ill forgive you the trouble of proving the Second, 
and beſtow it on yox, as a juſt reward for your pains about the 


rſt, 

But before we begin, I muſt defire you to remember not to 
confound Particular Charches with the Catholick, Church, and not 
to take that as ſaid of the ove, which does certainly belong to 
the other, | | 

You begin your Proofs with Scriptare, which a Man may & 

D ily 


f pap. 7. 


pAB. 7. 
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ſfily ſee is not at all on your fide, you give us thence ſo few, 
and thoſe nothing to the pnrpoſe. For as to the fir our of 
Aﬀts the Second, Verſe 1. how that which is onely an Hiſtorical 


| Relation ſhould be a Heavenly Repreſentation, I cannot imagine, 


No Body will deny that they that meet as the Apoſtles then 
were, i n avrd, 1n oneplace | not i 76 avs as you fallly - 

vote it, and as ill tranſlate it, at the ſame work ] ſhould be as 
the Apoſtle; then were 6ulualr of one accord, or of one mind; 
and which is more, that every apa Church over the 
World ſhould be as to the Rule of Faith +wlupadty of one mind ; 
but I can never believe that for this reaſon they are, can, or. 
ought to be inj 72 «v7?, always meet at the ſame place, which 
your uſe of it would infinuate, and muſt require the ove as 
well as the other for your purpoſe. But what this is to- a 246 
narchical Church with a ſupreme Head I cannot gueſs ; nor your 
other from St. Pauls frequent Injunttions to his ſeugral Plantations, 
that they ſhould be all of one mind, and ſpeak the things, You 
had done well to have quoted ſome paſſages to have illuſtrated 
what you fay, or at leaſt to have pur + ati ſome references in 
the Margin ; but this alas was not convenient, then even thoſe 
that fallow what you ſay without examining, could not avoid 
ſeeing the Fallacy 3 for whereas St. Pau! writing to Particular 
Churches exhorts them to. be at Unity among themſelves, you 
would fain turn it as if he ſhould exhort them as to all particu- 
lars and circumſtances, to be at Unity or to have the ſame with 
the other Churches ; as if writing to Ephe/as for example, he 


- ſhould exhort chem to be Fl the ſame mind, and to ſpeak the ſame 


things with the Church of Corinth, with the Church at Theſſals- 
nica, &c. Shew this, and I'll yield the point 3 but remember 
that if you mean of the ſame mind and to ſpeak the ſame things as 
to matters of Faith, this as it need not be proved, no Body gain- 
faying it, ſo ir does no ways ſerve what 5z cited it-for, to prove 

a Manarchical Charch, 
It cannot appear otherwiſe than very ſtrange to all confider- 
ing-Perſons, that theſe People ſhould generally with ſo much con- 
ence afhrm, that our Saviour. left his Church in ſuch a condition 
with a Supreme Vicegerent over it, and yet like you, when they 
ſhould come to make the thing apparent from the Hiftory of 
thoſe fir/# rimes, penned in the Goſpels, As and Epiſtles, - 
. orcd. 


[ 19] 


forc'd to drop the proof of ir, and to impoſe upon their Readers 
| 2 ſcrap or two out of thoſe writings, not one jot to the purpoſe 

9s. Gow Tos will eaſily find that I mean this of 50» 3 and I 
muſt needs ſay that theſe your two »/eleſs proofs, I mean Lucrari- 
O05 for they are far from Proof s, forced me upon thes Remark, 


CHAP. VIL 


Hys Arguments for a Monarchical Church out of Antiquity refuted. 


Q NE comfort however you ſeem to promiſe us, that you 
| will make yowr Reader amends by your Teſtimonies out of 

the Fathers for your being ſo ſhort, and fo deſtitute of 'em 
from Scripture. You begin them in a quaint ſtile, which I be- 


lieve you took for a pretty fancy. 7 followed ( fay you ) 1 muſt pag. 7. 


| Confeſs a loof off, her [ the Kings Daughter all glorious within ] Com- 
panions, that followed her, 8c, This paſlage is one of the plea- 
ſanceſt that I ever met with, and the fulleſt of Figure: I muſt 
profeſs, till I ſaw your Bok , I always took St. Dennis, Jonnts- 
», Ireneus, &c. for Members of the Church, and never in the 
leaſt dreamed that theſe perſons were her Companions, or the 
Virgins that are her Fellows : and TI muſt own that ir is the firſt 
time I ever heard of 4 Members being a companion to the Boay, 
or that a Man withoat the breach of common ſenſe may ſay 
that his Hand or Foot is a Companion of his Body. 

But you, Sir, had been contemplating juſt before the raviſhing 
Beauty of the Kings Daughter all glorious within : and the Virgins 
that be her Fellows and Companions did fo run in your head, that 
is no wonder you miſtook Dennis the Areopagite and the reſt 

ou mention after him for the 2ueens Companions, At preſent 
nanter we mult let chem paſs as /xch, whom you followed you 
tell us and Eſſened what they ſaid of her, and overheard, Firſt, Dionyſus 
the Areopagite St. Pals Scholar. Secondly, Clemens Romanus, &C. 

*Tis commonly {aid it's ominous ſtumbling at the Threſhold, 
" and a bad preſage to trip at the firſt attempt, and this truly is 
your very caſe, for it is a great miſtake you ſhould overhear ei- 
cher of them two uſing thoſe paſſages you mention , fince neither of 
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chem ever ſaid the things, St. Demess having never left avy thing 
writ at all, nor St. Clemens any thing beſides his zwo ( allowing 
the fragment of the Second to be his:) Epiſtles, So that your 
two firſt quotations are pitifull Forgeries, as I (hall hereafter prove : 
but granting the paſſages were trme, and as o/d as you would 
have 'em : they are not one jot to your purpoſe. The f-/t of 
'em {aying onely that the Apoſtles defired their followers by their In- 
ſeruftions might be partakers of the Divine Nature ; the latter, that 
Biſhops ſhunla obſerve the Order: left by the Apoſtles 3 both which are 
nothing to the purpoſe of a Afonarchical Church, but prove the 
contrary, if it were worth the while to (hew 7t. 

Ievatins Saint and Martyr is the next you produce , from him 
you tell us, that People in all things ſhould ſubmit to their Bijhop, 
that no Man can be partaker of the Enchariſft, that abſtains from 
the Biſhops Altar, A Man would guels by theſe paſlages, that 
you had already forgot, what you were about to prove. You 
were to prove that Chriſt left his Chxrch under one particular Go- 
vernour, and here you prove that People muſt be dutifull to their 
Biſhops, Ay but ſay you, St. Jenatize tells us there is {ut one Al- 
tar, and one Biſhop, as alſo that there ought to be but one Church ana 
one Faith, which 1s in Chriſt, 8c. and that ſurely is to the pur- 
poſe. This I utterly deny, I grant indeed St. Ienativs in hzs 
Epiſtle to the Philadelphians |[ not as you have miſtaken it, to the 
Philippians; tO which Cherch he wrote no Epiſtle, tho' /ome have 
coined one for him I doth {peak of one Altar and one Biſhop ; and 


. you had done fairly to have cited the paſſage at large, as you 


did the other two, nothing to the purpoſe ; bur this is a certain 


ſen that runs almoſt through your Book, that where you onely 


hint, or quote half, or put an &C. in the middle of a Sentence 
there all things will not be found fair. The paſſage then is this, 
(2) Be carefull therefore ( ſaith he ſpeaking to the Philadelphians ) 
to make nſec of this one. Enchariſt : for there 1s but one Fleſh of our 
Lord eſis Chriſt, and one Cup ro Communicate to us | or nnite us to | 
his Blood : oae Altar, as but one Biſhop with the Presbyters and Deacons 
my fellow-ſervants, that whatever ye do, ye may att according to Goas 
apporntme:it, | 
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St, Ignat. Ep. ad Philadelph. Edit. F. Voſhi. 


Now 


# + 8 

Now 2hzs paſſage is ſo far from proving what you wou!d have 
it, that there is but oe Supreme Biſhep, who you fay- is he of 
Rome, that it aflerts the dire& comrary, for if ir proves, as you 
ſay it does, that there is but ove Altar and one Biſhop, I am as 
certain that it proves that one Biſhop to be the Biſhop of Phila- © 
delphia, and that one Altar to be this Biſhops, (ince he exhorts 
theſe Philadelphians to make uſe and keep ro that Euchariſt, that 
was to be received from that one Altar, that did belong to that 
one Biſhop : and that one Biſhop I am ſure was the then Bifpop of 
Philadelphia, TI wiil not urge upon you any place of Tenating, 
but will onely ſay, and will be at any time ready to prove, that 
he that cites Ienatins for a defender of a Monarchical Church un- 
der one Head on Earth, either hath not read Ienatins, Or does not 
underſtand him. 

What you urge from St. Cyprian is to no purpoſe, ſince eve- 
ry one owns that every Member ought to keep the Unity of that 
Church to which he doth belong, and that no Man that is diſobe- 
dient to the Charch his Mother, will ever have God for his Father, 
Nor your long quotation from St. Ireners, where your faculty pag. F; 
of tra»ſlating appears to be none of the beſt, 7his Preaching and® © © 
this Faith, when the Chnrch had heard ſpread through the whole World, 

ſhe diligently heeps, as it were dwelling in one Houſe 5 to wit, having 
one Soul and one Heart, &c. which give me leave to alter a little 
to St. Ireneus his good ſenſe, and then you (hall have my Anſwer 
about ir. The [_ Catholick ] Charch having received this Preach- 
ing and this Faith, although { ſhe be ] diſperſed over the whole 
World, yet keeps and preſerves them a5 diligently, as if ſhe | were 
confined to or | did Inhabit a fingle Houſe ; and (he doth believe them 
without any difference or diſagreement, as tho ſhe had but one Soul, 
and but one Heart, and accoraingly doth bath preachg,teach, and dcliver 
theſe things, [" theſe Articles of Faith | as if ſhe had but one Month, 
&c. Of all the paſſages in Antiquity, I wonder what ill Fate 
put thes piece of St. Irene in your way : had yz conſidered it 
well, I am ſure we ſhould not have met with i* in your Book , 

fince it does perfely ruine the whole deſign of ths parr of 
your Book.;, for whereas the benefit you intended from ir was to 
help you to prove that the Church of Chriſt is Monarchical un- 
der a ſingle heaa, there is nothing leſs here, and every thing contra-. 

ry ; for as it ſpeaks of the Carholick Charch, as ove through hes 
- ) UVmty > 
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Unity of Faith, ſo it proves ( what we of the Church of Eng- 
land {0 much contend for ) that-the Particular Churches of Germa- 
ny, Spain, France, /Egypt and the Eaſt, of Lybia, Jeruſalem, 
Rome, and the reſt, db make up this Catholick Charch, without 
the leaſt hint of a Head over them all, or of any other Unity 
than that of Faith, the Light that doth, like the Sun, equally ex- 
lighten every where. You will ay perhaps that the Church of 
Reme is not expreſsly mentioned here, and that probably it is, 
becauſe all theſe Particular Charches mentioned are. the /everal 
parts of her Body Which really is the /ame as the Catholick Church, 
=»-Neque he. Bat to ſpoil this gronnaleſs Pretence, not tO inſiſt on it that by 
Load w oo the Churches conſtitmted in the midale of the World in this paſlage, 
ons worry She as well as 7eru/alem, and the Churches betwixt them is cer- 
tute. cainly intimated ; I deſire you but to peruſe the 7hird Chapter of 
Fo his Third Book againſt Hereſies. = wy. he the beginning of this 
Chapter urged againſt the Hereticks that none of the Apoſtles 
delivered to the Biſhops their Succeflours any ſuch things as 
they impiouſly taught, and = he outs __ ay wo he 
. | . FCucceſſions 10 all the Churches, he thus ad- 
be Met quien wal: Inor 12 crefles them, > Bur becauſe ir to ted} 
enumerare Succeſſioes,—— Rome fun- 04 in ſuch a Volume as this ts to reckon up 
date ( conſtitute Ecclefie—Traditi- the Succeſſions of all Churches, -&c. he 
cmer; Heres, dir. Feuardenr, 1623. 1X0 reckons up that of the very great and 
very anciext Church founded at Rome by St. 
Peter and St. Paul, &C. If this paſſage do not prcve the Charch 
of Rome to be ove of all thoſe Churches, and as Particular a 
Church, as any of the reſ#, I will for the future ( as you did ) 
abſtrat my ſelf, and deny my Eyes as well as my Reaſon, 
What you quote from Clemens of Alexandria and Tertullian, 
p22. 9, twoof whoſe paſlages are part falſly, and part lamehy tranſlated) 
are nothing at all to your RR they only ſpeak of the Ca- 
tholick Church as one through the Uriry of Faith, not a word of 
the Church of Rome, or of her being that oue Church under one 
Head Biſhop. 
ag. 9. The ſame advantage and no more doth that from St. Chry/+- 
ſtem afford you, which ſays, The Apoſtle calls it the Church o 
#2; Jeurvrs God, that he may ſhew it may. be reduced into one [| which wit 
*- -., Your leave I would expreſs thus, ro ſhew, or having ſhewed, that 
it ought to be at Unity, &c, | All which is no more than what 
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ftabit. | 
' One thing I muſt deſire of yo# by reaſon of theſe pales, that 


FT. 
the Members of the Church of England have ſaid a Hundred 
Thouſand times, that every Church, as well as that at Corinth 


. ought to be at Unity, 


You might have quoted our Colief# for all Conditions of Men 
[2 God, the Creatour and Preſerver of all Mankind, &c.] inſtead 
of the paſſage out of Theodorer, onely you had a mind to ſhew 
your great reading, otherwiſe. «urs would have ſerved you to 
all the purpoſes ths can, they both ſaying the [ame thing, that is, 
not one ſyllable to your intentions. St. Ambroſe's and St. Hie: 
rome's are juſt the ſame, ſpeaking that which »o»e of our Church 
can deny, every member of it doth believe that there is one Ca- 
tholick, and Apoſtolick Church, and at the ſame time is as ready 
to profeſs, that he doth no more believe than any of the Pri- 
mitive Chriſtians ever did , that the Church of Rome is that 
Church, or that that one Catholick, and Apoſtolick Church is go- 
verned by oe Supreme Paſtour the Biſhop of Rome , which was 
the thing you were to prove, but how little yo have performed 
it, I dare appeal to any one, that would but, as he reads, con- 
lever, and compare your quotations, and what I have ſaid upon 
rem. / | 
More Teſtimonies, it ſeems, you could have given US, but you 
ſay, it were too tedious, either to write or reade, 8c, There is ano- 
ther reaſon why they would be rediows, and that is, becauſe if 
they are no better than theſe we have had already, they would 
have been nothing to the purpoſe : and to ſay thoſe Teſtimonies you 
have preſented us are not the beſt, would be to diſparage your 
prudence and parts, which we need not doe. One more how-- 
ever you cannot refrain giving us for good omens ſake, that of Con- 
ftantine the Great, whole Zeal for the Unity of the Catholick 
Church, and his moſt earneſt endeavours for the peace thereof all 
know and admire, and therefore 'twas needleſs to recite, {ince: 
it hath not one 5llable to your buſineſs, which was not to prove; 
what both ſides affirm, that there- is a Catholick Church, but, 
that the Church of Rome is that Catholick, Church governed by 
one Supreme Paſtour., Quod reſtat probandum &- eternim re- 


if ever ou ſet up again for a Writer, you would either tell us what 
Editions the. Books are of which ox quote; or name the Books you 


pick'd 


P. 9. 


p. 10, 


p. 10, 


"pap. 10, 


 Conntrey, or perhaps one f 
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pick'd 'e»: out of; you cite the 62d Chapter ; YValeſins's Edition 
fays it's the 64th : you quote the 63d, and he ſays it's the 65th 
Chapter of Enſebiws's 3d Book of the Life of Conſtantine, 


CHAP. VIIL 


The Ridiculouſneſs of his Attempt againſt Proteſtant Communions ex- 
poſed, and an Unity of Faith among them proved, 


ERE, as tho' yo had done wonders by your Anthorities, 

you not without a ſecret vain-glory, ſay, hat world I have 

once given to have fonnd ſuch an Unity amongſt Proteſtants ? to have 
England, Scotland, Denmark, Zwethland, Geneva, Zurick, ec. 
thus Ulnius Labii : nay to have found bat one Connty in my own dear 
nole Family ſo united a Brotherhood, &c. 1 

with, Sir, that it mig S_ been my good fortune to have 
met you ſometime with money in your Pocket in :his gexerons 
mood, T do aſſure you that I would have been reaſonable, and 
for one Guinea, would have proved it to you, or have forfeited © 
40, that all theſe Churches you have reckoned up in the Nerth 
and Weſtern parts of Europe are as much Unirzs Labii, as all the 
Proofs you have tack'd together do either prove Or require ;, for to 
repeat the /»bftance of them, there is none of them all doth ei- 


ther prove, or offer at it, that all the Parricu/ar Churches of 


Chriſt ſhould have the /ame Cuſtoms, Rites, Ceremonies and Difci- 


pline without any, difference one from another. That which 


they prove, and indeed there is bur oze that doth it clearly, that 
from Ireneus, 1S, that the Unity of the Catholick Church diſperſed 
throughout the world, or, which is the ſame thing, of a/ the 
Particular Churches every where which do make up the Carho/irh 
Church was in and from the oze Faith, which ſe had from the 
Apoſtles - and this Faith was that which we call the Apoſtle's Creed, 
a Summary of which St. renews having ſet down in the ſhort 
Chapter immediately before th out of which you have your quo- 
tation, begins this Chapter as you have quoted chat the Carholick 
Church, having received this Preaching and this Faith (to wit, inclu- 
ded in the Apoſte's Creed, doth preſerve it, and teach it inviolably, 88C. 

| and 
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and at the end of this [ame Chapter, © he 
rells us, that the Charch was ſo much 
Unis Labii (as your phraſe 1s) in this Faith, 
that neither He that was more eloquent among 
the Paſtours of the Church, will ſay or teach | 
any things different from theſe [_Articles of 
Faith] for no Man is above his Maſter : 
nor he that is leſs expert, will diminiſh any 
thing from this | Faith delivered or ] Tradi- 
tion, For ſince the Faith is one and the 


© Er neque qui valde prevalet in 
Sermone ex tis qui prefunt Eccleſiis, 
alia quanhec ſunt, dicet. Nemo enim 
ſuper Maziſtrum eſt : neque infirmus 
in dicend)y deminrabit Traditionem. 
Cum enim una Cy cadem fides ſit, ne- 
que ts qui multum de ea poieft dicere, 
amplius, (l.ampliat) neque i; qui minus, 
deminorat. $. Irzn. c. Her. l. 1.c. 3. 
Edit, Feuard, 


ſame, neither he that can ſay moſt about it, doth add any thing to it 
nor he that can ſay leaft, doth take any thing from it. This Faith 
then (co uſe St. 1rene's (imile) like the Sun, enlightens all parts Ihidem. 
of the worla, ſhines to them all, and doth influence al! with her 
one Faith, as with a common heat, and makes all that embrace it 
throughout the world to become the conftirxent parts of the Ca- 


tholick Church, 


By this time I do not queſtion but that you think your G#:- 
ea might have been in danger, ſince no man that hath common 
ſenſe can deny, that the Churches of England, Denmark,, Swed- 
land and the reſt are VUnins Labii in this Faith, which is equally 
embraced and profeſſed by them, and therefore hath the ſame in- 
fluence over them, that it had over the ſeveral Churches in St. Ive- 
neu his time, to make them true Members of the Catholick Church. 
So that as all your money would have been loſt on this account, 
ſo your Pity over your own dear Conntrey is not onely /off but chil- 
diſh and ridiculous too, and would far handſomer have be- 
come a mas that never ſaw farther than her P/alter, than you 
that pretend to ſuch a large knowledge in Fathers and Divinity, 

But cho' your Pity were loſt, you are reſolved zour Countrey pag. 10, 
ſpall not want your hearty prayers, that true Charity —— may poſſeſs 1 1. 
their hearts, and that there may be a moſt holy love planted, and reign- 
ing in their hearts for ever, &Cc. I uſed to think it was the opini- 
on of the Church of Rome and her Party, that we of the Charch of 
England wanted the true Faith, if fo, you are not then /> chari- 
table for all your Pretences as you might be, and 4 little petition, 
that trae Faith, as well as true Charity way poſſeſs our hearts, 
would not be ſo very much, or fo troubleſome for y»», now 


You are on your Rock , tO put up for »s. = perhaps Jour opinion 15, 


that 
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that owr Faith is good enough in this Church, onely that we are 
an ill-natwred, uncharitable Church, and therefore want /ach an 
Oratoar as you tO obtain for us the Gift of Charity, But do we 
want Charity ſo much more, than our 18 py at Rome? God 
will one day judge, and let the world doe it in the mean time, 
whether we or they vant it more, they that damn all beſides their 
own Church, or we that hold that even they may be ſaved. And 
for owr Faith neither ſhall we need to flatter wr ſelves by and 
by we ſhall be cajled to account by you about ir, and proved to 
our ſorrow to want that altogether as much as Chariry, fo that 
in the mean time how are you the compaſſionate, and charitable 
Man ? 

"Tis no wonder that one that hath made (o great a miſtake, 
as to ſay, theie is »o Unity ainong the Reformed Communions, 
ſhould make ſuch 2Jdoe co make the Cyurch of Rome appear great, 
by reckoning up all the Univerſities, Biſkhopricks, GeC. that own and 
ſubmit to the Pope”s Juricdifftivr, 1 Heve not ſo much time to. 
trifle away as to examine whether your After be right ; all 
that it proves is, that a great many Charches that by the Rules of 
Chriſtianity, and by the ancient Laws of the Catholick Church were 
free and independert, do now labour (willingly or unwillingly I 
do not pretend to know) under the V/arpation of the Charch of 
Rome and her Univerſal Biſhop, which Title Gregory the Grear, 
himſelf a Biſhop of that See, thought Artichriſtian. When you 
reckon Sicily and its Biſhops, you ought to have remembred, 
that they have a Swpreme Head of their own, the King of Spain 
(who is therefore oxce a year excommunicated by the other Supreme 
Head at Rome, but, for quietneſs ſake, as conſtantly the next day 
abſolved) who as as ſupremely and Independently there, as the Pope 
himſelf does in Rowe or any = of 1raly. But this perchance 
you did not know, and therefore 'twould be very anrea/onable 


*0.expect a true account of ir. from ou. 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. IX 


A Digreſſion, wherein is proved that the Church of Rome «© a parti- 
cular Church, and that the Unity among the Primitive Chur- 


ches was in Faith onely, 


d mr next deſign, if I underſtand you right, is to prove 
the Supremacy of the Biſhop of Rome. But before I under- 
take to talk with you about that, I will take leave to make 2 
Digreſſion, the Deſign of which ſhall be to ſhew you (that I 
may not be onely employed in pulling down what you build) 
how much you have been miſtaken about your Notion of the 
Catholick Church, and how miſerably thatrDefinition of S. vv: 
or rather the Romiſh Miſſionaries have impoſed upon you. I 
will contract it as much as I can, and care not how ſhort I am, 
f that I be but clear and intelligible. 

The things therefore I propoſe to make appear are theſe, 

Firſt, That the Church of Rome in the Primitive times Was 
looked upon to be as particular a Church, as any other then in 
being, | 

5 , That as an Unity in Faith was wr required in 
every Particular Charch to. make it a trxe branch of the Cathelick 
Church, {o there were in thoſe Primitive times always 
and always allowed of, differences as to Praltices, Ceremonies, 
Diſcipline and ſuch things between the ſeveral particular Churches 
without any breach of Catholick Peace and Unity. 

1. The fr# of theſe I am almoſt as much aſhamed to at- 
tempt, as to prove that I had a Mother, it is ſo plain and vifible 
through a# Antiquity : that I admire any Han that owns his Rea- 
fon can in the leaſt queſtion the Chnrch of Rome's being as Parti- 
cular a Church as any of its neighbours ;, fuch I am ſure St. Pas! 
thought i: to be, when he wrote his Epiſtle from Corinth to that 
Church, and ſuch St. Clemens knew it certainly to be, when he 
writes in the name of the Church ſettled at Rome the famous 
Ppiſtle to the Church of Corinth : the Epiſtle St. Ignatizs wrote ro 
ir, juſt before his Martyrdom h_ equally prove it __ 
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the other two, and not one ſyllable is there to be met with in 
theſe three beft Monuments of Antiquity (as far as I can ſee) that 
does at all advance her above the common level of the other her 
fefter Charches, or it the leaſt hint her any ways being the 214- 
ftreſs, or Mother of them all, as the late and Our modern Wiſe-men 
_ _— to (ay /he is, but for proving it are willing to be ex- 
cuſed. | 

I queſtion not but what I have cited out of St. Fenews proves 
the ſentiment of him and his time to have been, that /he was a 
particular Church among the reſt in the world; he was certainly 


8.Iren.con. of this opinion, when telling the Hereticks that it would be too 
Her. 3. tedious to reckon up the Succeſſions of ALL the CHURCHES, 


Ce 3» 


he puts down that. of Rowe, which he could not have done, had 
not /he been ove of thoſe Al he there mentions. I will but 
produce one more upon this to evident 


0. Edant ergo Origines Eccleſiarum a point, Tertullian d who challenging the 


ſuarum : evolvant ordinem Epiſcoporum 
ſuorum ita per Succeſſiones ab initio de- 
currentem, ut primus ille Epiſcopiuss alt= 
quem ex Apoſtolis vel Apoſtolicis wi- 
Tis, (Fc. habuerit auforem oF anteceſ- 
forem. Hoc enim modo Ecclefiz A 
tolice cenſus ſuos deferunt : pt 
Smyrnzoram Eccleſia habens Poly- 
carpum ab Joanne conlocatum refert : 
Sicut Romanorum Clementem 4 Pe- 
tro ordinatum edit : proinde utique (5 
ceterz exbjbent, Cc. Tertull. de Pre- 
ſcript. c. 32. Edit, Franck, 1 559. 


Hereticks rw /hew the Original of their 
Churches, the Succeſſion of their Biſhops in 
a diret line from either an Apoſtle, or an 
Apoſtolical Perſon that always kept within 
the Unity of the Church, tells them the 
Apoſtolical Churches could doe this ;, for ex- 
ample the Church of Smyrna that had Po- 
lycarp placed there | for their firſt Biſhop] 
by St. John, the Church of Rome that had 
Clemens ordained by St. Peter, and. for the 
reſt f thoſe Churches, that they aid the 


ſame. 
2. T'1l paſs now to the ſecond point, to ſhew, That as an Unity 
in Faith was always required in every Particular Church to make it a 


true part of the Catholick, Church, ſo there were in thoſe primitive 


times always found, and always allowed of, Differences as to Prac- 
tice and Ceremonies, Diſcipline and ſuch things berween the [e- 
zeral particular Churches without any breach of Catholick Peace 
and Unity. 

As to the Unity by Faith, T need not much, if at all, inſiſt 
upon the proof of ir,. fince we both make it neceſſary to the be- 


my _ ing a ember of the Catholick Church : St. Irenens in the Chap- 
L.1, 6, 3- {Er yau.and I quoted, doth ſufficiently prove that it was the 


_ Faith 


dF 


bY 


EY [29] © 
Faith received from the Apoſtles, that made the Church one z that 
it was that which ewightened, and therefore ſaved every particu- 
lar Church as well as particular Perſon : No Man ſpeaks more of 
the beauty and neceility of Uniry, and yet that He meant it 
onely as to an Unity of Faith, is very apparent from that fa- 
wous Epiſtle to Vitor Biſhop of Rome, who had moſt imprudent- 
ly and irregularly excommunicated the A/ratick Chnrches for not 
keeping Eaſter at the ſame time He and moſt other Chriſti.ans did, 

"In this Epiſtle he tells Vittor that before his time, All Churches 
tho*. ſeveral of 'em differing in this thing of the time of obſerving Ea- 
ſter preſerved Catholick Peace, and did communicate one with ano- 
ther, notwithſtanding ſuch 2 ——_ -” 


gives him the Inſtance ( in this cate 
of St. Polxcarp and Anicetres, who di 


am de forma ip, a Fejunit. 


Neque enim de Die ( viz. celeby, 
Paſch. ) ſolum controverſia eſt, ſed eti- 


ing and reſolved fo to continue in this 
point, did moſt lovingly communicate 
rogether at Rome it ſelf : Anicetus, as 4 

articular mark of Honour and Brother- 


enim exift:mant unico d'e ſibi eſſe jrjute 
nandum : alii duobus, alit plurtbus 
— nihilominus tamen 0 01,598 iſtt 
pacem inter ſe retinuerunt, © nos 'n- 
vicem retinemus. Ita Jejuitrum Dt» 
verſitas Conſenſionem | »yavoray | Fl- 


pl Love, permitting St. Pohcarp to Con- 


ecrate the Exchariſt in his Charch and dei commendat. apud Euſeb. Hiſt. Ece- 


ftead : and did as lovingly part. He fur- © 4 5: © 24 Ed. Vales, 
ther informs him, that it was not-about 
| the time of obſerving Eaſter onely that there were Differences be- 
tween particular Churches : he mentions the much greater vari- 
ety in the great duty of Faſting ,. that ſome faſted but one Day; 
ſome two, others more : yet did wrever preſerve Peace and Unity 
with all that differed from them, and fo he ſays, they ſtill did 
continue to do in his time : and concludes this Narrative thus, 
That. the Diverſity of their Faſts did commend the Unity of their 
Faith 3 than which I could never defire a more evident proof 
for what I have affirmed, that different Cuſtoms were found and 
allowed of in the different particular Churches without breach of 
Catholick Unity and Communion. +. | 
Tertullian iS as exprels in both points.of the Unity of Faith, and. 
verſity of Diſcipline and Cuſtoms, that tho' the firſt is neceſlary 
tO all Churches, yet that the other is lawfull and practiſed in dif- 
ferent Communions, © The Rule of Faith 


* Regula quidem Fidei una omnin 


( lays he ) ts altogether one , immoveable, o: ls imatii = 
| ſt mobilis Gy irrefirmabilis, 
and uncapable of any Reformation or Altera- = ſcilicet in oe a woke D 


tron, 


[ 30] 
Hac Lege Pidet manente covera jam iow, after which he fers down an Abridg- 


diſcipline (y converſationis 
 mouitatem correFtonis. Tertul. de Vir- 
gin. velands.c. r. Edit. Franck. 


ment f as Irerexs had done above ] 

the Apoſtles Creed, and then proceeds hac 
3 Lege, 8c. This Law or Rule of Faith 
continuing firm, the other matters of Diſcipline a»d Manners 4 
admit of Correttion or Amendment. Theſe two eminent Writers 
are (0 clear and convincing in this matter, that I'll wave the 
producing any more Awtherities to this purpoſe beſides that of 
the very eminent and famous Firmilian Biſhop of the Cappade- 


;* Foe autem qui Romz ſunt, non 
ea in omnibus obſervare que ſunt ab 
origine tradita, (y fruſtra Apoftolorum 
auForitatem pretendere 3 ſcire quis eti- 
am inde prteft, quod circa celebrandos 

ies Paſche, (& circa miulta alia dr- 
vine ret Sacramenta, videat efſe apud 
illoy atiquas diverfitates, nec obſerva- 
ri illic omnia equaliter que Hicroſo- 
tymis obſervantur. Secundum quod in 
ceteris quoque plurimis Provemciie, multa 
pro locorum (oy nominum (l. hominum) di- 
ver ſitate variantur ; nec tamen propter 
hoc ab Eccleſia Cathvlice pace atque wnt- 
tate aliquando diſceſſum eſt. Firmiltani 
Epiſtola Cypriano, inter Epiſt. Cypri- 
ani 95. þ. 220. Edit. Oxon. 


cian Ceſarea, * who in an Epiſtle to St. 
Cyprian, acquaints the World, that rhey 
of the Romiſh Church did not obſerve in 
all things what had been delivered frem the 
beginning (1 pray then what's become 
of your Palladinm, Tradition) and that 
they aid to no purpoſe pretend the Authority of 
the Apoſtles : he inſtances about the Obſer- 
vation of Eaſter, and lays further to their 
charge ſome differences about many other di- 
vine affairs adminiſtrations, arid ſays 
that they do not obſerve the ſame Cuſtoms 
that are at Jerafalem. This he menti- 
ons not to blame them for them, bur to 
reprove their Pride and their diſturbing 


the Peace and Unity of the Catholick Church, by breaking Com- 


wor With 


other Churches upon ſuch accounts, for in the next 


words to theſe I cite, himſeff mentions that in very many other 


Cum una fit 
Fides, cur and names, 


ftarum di- 


werſe conſuetudines, UiCe 


Provinces, many things were varied according to the diverſity. of places 
(men) however that the Peace and Unity 
fint Eccle- Church was not hereby broken ;, #my iu Sake, 


3- Interregatio Auguſtini ad Gregor. M. 


of the Catholick 


[32 } 


CHAP. X 
An inquiry into Roman Unity wnder their Dit ator, 
Hs now diſcharged my ſelf of =_ pany and fa- 


tisfactorily I hope proved that which I undertook in #r. 
F do now paſs to your Muſter of all theſe places and perſons un- 
der the Pope, the Unity of which, your aſſ#rance is, doth 
hence proceed, becauſe they ſubmit themſelves to the Fudgment and 
Regulation of ove Diftator, who conſerves the ancient Decrees of Ge- 
weral Commeils, d-pofited with him by the whole Church, from whom if 
any diſſent, or walk irregularly, he is ſevered and cut off from the reſt 
of the Members, OC. 

That the /xbmiſſion of all thoſe Churches you mention ts the 
Diftats at tome, 15 the cauſe of that Unity you ſay is among 
them, no Body does deny any more, than that al! the Philoſo- 
hers arncng the Heathens would have been as much at Unity, 

d t.cy made 1riſtippus Or Pyrrho their Univerſal Difator, and 
reſolved never to think, ſpeak or write beſides what he was. 
pleaſed to command or teach them. The Queſtion betwixt us 
is, whether Chriſ# did leave his Church in a Monarchical State 
under the /o/e _— of St. Peter at firft, to be continued af- 
ter his deceaſe under the ſucceſſive Biſhops of Rome ; and this is 
the thing to be proved ; as for what you talk about the Reman 
Ditators keeping and managing the Canons of General Comncils, 
I queſtion not before we part upon ths head to prove your- Rea- 
fons for it either falſe, or ridiculow. | 

But before we go any further, is the Church of Rome really 
at that Uniry that ove might expe from its having ſuch an Uni- 
verſal Diftator over it ? I trow not; for did yo never hear of 
that /ong bandying ( which perhaps is not'ended ) about the in 
maculate Conception ; nor of the violent Feuds berwixt the 7an- 
feniſts and Molinifts, which for all the Popes determination contis 


nue to this Day ? Is that whole Community agreed about the 


Tsfallibility ? How is it then that ſome are for the Perſonal In- 
fallibility of the Biſhop of Rome as ſuch 5 ſome that. He is ſo one- 


/ 
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ly in Cathedra 3 ſome that onely a General Council is ſuch > Are 
they agreed about his 7uriſaittion ? How is it then that /ome pur 
him under, and others above 4 General Council ? Is his Supremacy 
determined wherein i: doth confi! » Wi.:nce is it then thar 
the Clergy of France fo lately made Determinations for the Lims- 
tation of it, and to deny his Depoſing Power, or Medling inn Tem- 
porals : And the Clergy of Hungry under the Arch-Bijhp of 
Gran did 1684 Condemn the Determinations of France, to 
omit the 1nqwi{tion of Toledo doing the ſame thing againſt them ? 
What was the reaſon that the Pope, who is Di#ator, and might 
with a word as /«ch ſilence the/* 2rarrels, ſuffers theſe contrary 
- Determinations, but that he hath wit-enough to know thar he 
is not ſo much a.Diftator, as Mr. Slater makes him, in France, 
and that hz Bulls would ſignifie no more there about theſe things, 
than they did about the Regale. Are not the Profeſſed Members 
of that Communion for all their Diftator ſtill quarrelling and ban- 
dying ove againſt another, witnels the Satyys and virulent Libels 
betwixt the 7efwites and the Carmelites, to paſs by the more per- 
ſonal ones betwixt daimbourgh and Schelftreat, betwixt Alexan- 
der Natalis and Denghien, betwixt Arnanld and Malebranch ; 1 
will but ask you one queſtion , why all F. Alexandre Noe!'s 
Books, wherein he hath done all he can to vindicate their Re- 
bgion, were all condemned to the Fire not excepting one by this 
Pope's Breve in Eighty Four, I doubt we ſhall find that Doors 
differ about the depoſing Power and the Popes Supremacy 10 the bo- 
fome of the Church of Rome it ſelf : and that the French did not 
ſubmit quietly to the Condemnation of their Determinations by the 
SS | 
Theſe things perchance are moſt of 'em news to you, and 
therefore you cannot be blamed for thinking or writing thar 
they are at Unity under their Diftator at Rome, Fecank you knew 
no better ; but if yo# be angry and ſay you did know them, I 
deſire to know how ox _ ſay that the Members of that 
Charch do ſubmit to that Diftator, and are at Unity under him, 
whereas the 1»/tances I have given are more than enough to con- 
vince, that what you have written is but a Dream, ny YOUr own 
confident miſtake. | 


CHAP. 


38) 


CHAP. I. 


Arguments from the Three firſt Centuries and the beginning of the 
Forrth, for St. Peter's Supremacy, anſwered, 


T O leave this and proceed in your Book, your buſineſs be- 
| ing as I told you above, to prove that Chriſt left his 
Church \n a Monarchical State under the ſole ordering of St. Pe- 
ter at firſt, to be continued after his deceaſe nnder the /ucceſſive 
Biſhops of Rome : It is ſtrange to ſee how confuſedly you go 
about ir, but much ſtranger chat you ſhould begin with & Den- 
»:s, and not with the Scripture. .But I am afraid this Book 5t /eff, 
as well as the private Spirit that uſed to /e»ſe it, are now diftaſt- 
ed by you alike, and that it is look'd upon as a far more da»- 
gerous than uſefull Book , and fo fitteſt to be (er afide , where 
there isno ablolute neceſſity of bringing i: upon the Stage. 

For your Teſtimony from St. Dems, you know my mind al- pay, 11. 
ready, and we ſhall have occaſion by and by to talk a little x 
more about him. St. Irenexs his Teſtimony had come in I pag, 11. 
think, a lictle better under your laſt Head among your Teſti- 
monies for the Unity of the Catholick Church. But how it 
proves St. Peters Supremacy I cannot deviſe, except you can 
prove that St. Peter and St. Pay/-were but One Individual, and 
make them two into ove Man, as ( p. 76. ) you have made Sco- 
tzs Erigena into two : Nor is there a word here about Suprema- 

33 all that Irene faith is, 5 that St. Pe- | 

ter and St, Paul by their joint endeavours - ©; 4A warp $Y, x 0todbuyie 
having founded that Church made Linus Bi Tels; 5 2na850 Amyootr The Exc 
ſhop there, 8c. which place ſeems to ( if "£9:020059 dont + hire 
it really do not ) exclude St. Peters be- Iren. c. Her. l. 3. c. 3. Edit. Feuard. 
ing Biſhop there himſelf at all, fo far is 

it from-proving his Supremacy. | | 

But if it will not ſerve for this purpoſe, lets ſee what it will 
do for to prove the Catholick Church to be Monarchical, and no 
other than the Church of Rome. You found { fay you) Irene- 

2 [ Ill venture to put in, /ayi2e, w without it or ſuch : _ 
mu 


[34] 


F muſt confes that I cannot make Engliſh out of your Period, ] 

that it was of neceſſity that every Cherch ſhould agree with the 
Church of Rome, 8c. Your tranſlation here I cannot admir, 
for convenire ad hanc Eccleſiam is ſurely to come wp to this Church 5 
the reaſon of which St. /reneus makes the porentior Principalitas 
( which I wonder you ſhould omit in your Tranſlation ) the 
more powerfull Principality, the 2g. we Civil Government, Rome 
then being the Imperial Ciry of the World, and the Sear of 
the Senate and chief fudicatures, which muſt of neceflity bring 
People, Chriſtians as well as others, thither from all parts, and 
therefore make the Church of Rome a moſt viſible and eminent 
Church, and fo the fitteſt for St. Irenews his deſign againſt the 
Hereticks, when he had obliged himſelf to reckon up the Suc- 
ceſſion of one among the ſeveral Apoſftolical Churches of the 
world. 

I am not ignorant your now party are very earneſt npon this 
place, and very deſirous to have it believed that by potentior 
Prixcipalitas here is meant the Dignity and 7ariſdiftion of the 
"bgrch at Rome Over all other Churches, and that therefore they 
Would reſort to her as to their Head and a_— But not to 
inſiſt on the Inconſiſtency of ſuch a ſenſe of theſe words with 
all the accounts we have of this and the reſt of the Apoſtolical 
Churches from the pureſt Antiquity ( which I could eaſily ſhew, 
had I room here, ) I onely ask them, what every Church was 
to £0, thither for > Was it for the Catholick Faith ? that St. 

h Treners aſſures us they, every one had at 


> Traditionem igitur Apoſtolorun in v6 the Apoſtles after their Churches 


' t 1 Omni Ec- . . A 
_ i _ _ =_ hog ant, Kc. planted delivering to them the true Faith, 


Iren. con. Her. l. 3. c. 3+ which then was kept as he aſſures us, invi- 


* [dem 


Didem. 


olably by them, and therefore no need to- 
go to Rowe for ir, Was it for Diſcipline > There was as little- 
need for their going about this as for the other, ſince in the /e- 
zera! Churches which they planted, the Apoſtles ordained them 
Biſhops, delivering to them * ſuum ipſorum locum HMagifterii,, 
their own place and power of 7ariſdiftion, which certainly was for 
Diſcipline. If they of your Party can invent any other buſineſs 
for their going thither, I do not queſtion but that aw of our 
Writers Will be able to refell 2, as ſoon as mentioned. 


By: 
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By this time you have taken leave of St. Peter, and are got 
to that, which you will begin again two pages hence, to prove 
the Primacy did not dye with Peter; for Method truly I cannot 

+ but admire you : but muſt however take your Arguments, 
as they come. Well rhen you ſay of St. Clemens, that under 
him 4 great —_ ariſing among the Corinthians, He wrote power- pag. 11: 
full Letters [1 wiſh you had told us how many, E»/eb: that had 
almoſt as good opportunities as you, heard but of ove, and we 
commonly think it was bt one that he wrote on thisaccount |] 7» 
them, compelling them to Peace, repairing their Faith, and aeclaring 
what Tradition they had lately received from the Apoſtles, &:C. This 
Teſtimony tO give it its due, if it can but paſs Muſter, will 
do your buſineſs, this compelling looks as if a Generaliſſimo had 
to do about it, and this repairing their Faith (hews as clear as 
the Sun, that the Bi/hops of Rome had the ſole keeping of the 
Apeſtolical Faith and Tradition, that fo if any Church had loſt it, 
they might know whither to go to have it repaired 3 a much 
nobler Province than that of conſerving the ancient Decrees of Gene- 
ral Comncils, 

But is all this certainly true > why did you not then give us x 
the paſlages where St. Clemens is {0 brick upon the Corinthians ? F 
no Sir, if you had, they muſt have been of your own making, 
for I am pretty certain there is #o ſ#ch behaviour in that? letter, 
but the dire comrary. I have particularly peruſed it upon this 
very occaſion, and can meet with nothing , but /waſory 4Arge- 
ments there, ſuch as might have become any other Biſhop as 
well as him; and therefore I muſt take the freedom to tel} 

that I do not believe you have read this Epiſtle over, and 
chat it was thoſe you tranſcribed that impdſed upon you, as you 
have done upon yorr Reader : and the /ame opinian I muſt have 
of your next Teſtimony from Tertullian, for conld any but oe 
chat is a ſtranger to that gene Book ( as well as to the ref 
of his Writings, as I believe I (hall find you) quote hims call- 
ing the Biſhop of - Rome Pontifex Maximus, Biſhop of Biſhops, 
bones Paſtor and benediitus Papa, when the Biſhop of Rome is not 
once mentioned in this Trad; but granting hi» to be aimed ar 
there, is it not 4s plain that all theſe Titles are given purely in de- 
rifion F and therefore prove nothing to your parpofe ] by ne ra 
Tertullian now a Heretick, and. in this Traft ridiculing the ctii. 
F a diſcipline 


+ #380 | 
diſcipline of the Carholick, Church? You might with as good a 
face have cited St. Cyprian and the African Biſhops in Council 
with him calling the Biſhop of Rome Biſhop of- Biſhops, for him 
] verily believe they meant there, tho'- they did not name him : 
but that there was ſuch a ſting in the tail of theſe Br/hops Pre- 


face to their Council, as would have ſpoiled all your deſigns, 


and have blown away all your groundleſs ratk, about a Swpre- 
macy ; for after they had reſolved to give their own opinions 
concerning what they were met about, without judging others, 

or denying to communicate with thoſe that might be of a aiffe- 

rent Judgment, and had (aid that move of. them made himſelf Bi- 

ſhop of Biſhops , or attempted to fright any of their Brother- 
Biſhops into an Obedience, or Submiſſion to their Opinion, ( by 
which expreffions they more than ſeem to wipe the Biſhop of 
Rome ) they give the reaſon of this their temper and modera- 

_ tion, becauſe every Biſhop— had his own 

— Nuando habeat omnis Epiſcopus Free-will, aud could no more be judged by 
pro licentid libertatis Cy poteſtatis ſue, another | the Biſhop of Rome himſelf 


arbitrium proprium ; tamgue judicari : . 
ab alio non poſſir, quam nec ipſe poteſt OE I ted, | thay Juage another [ Bi- 
judicare. Sed expeBemus univerſs Fu- ſp2p ] and upon this conclude for them- 


dicium Domini mſtri Feſu Chrifti, qut elves, that they muſt all expeft the 7udg- 

_ |= wen #55 ogy © pr. * ment of, our Lord 7eſws Chriſt, who alone 

one, CF de aftu niſtro Mdicand. Con- had the power as of maki ng them Biſhops 

cil. Carthag.  Epiſcoporum 89. A. D. for the Government of his Church, fo of 

256. apud Cyprianum. p. 229. Edit. calling them to a» account for their diſ- 

Oxon, SZ charge of the care and employment he had 
placed them in, 

There is no one that hath read St. Cyprian and conſidered 

him, that will not grant I might eaſily bring twenty places as 

evident as this for the Equality and Indepenaency of Biſhops : But 

I muſt remember my task is to anſwer yours, not to write a 

Book on this ſubje&t. However this I could not omit there 

pag. 12, by to obviate your quotation from him as if he (ſhould fay the 

i Cypriani Church of Rome is the Aother and Root of the Catholick Church, ? 

Epiſtola.4s whereas his advice ( as he tells Cornelius here”) to thoſe perſons 

> —_ was, upon his having communicated to them the Legality of 

on. Pamet. Cornelizs his Ordination about which there had been ſo much 

42. diflention, to keep to Unity the Mother and Root of the Cathelick 


Church; and therefore to communicate with Cornelizs who was 


2 Catho- 
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4 Catholick Biſhop, and not with the Schiſmaticks who did not 
keep to the Unity of the Charch, for the perſuading of whom 
to ſuch Unity he had ſent among them Caldomine and Fortunatus. 
A man would gueſs from your ſaying that Cyprian goes on, and 
adviſes the Biſhops of Numidia, &c. that this Epiſtle had been 
writ to them, but this is but another touch of yr +ki4, and 
reading the Azthours you quote. 


But now you are returned to St. Peter again, whom a pag. 12. 


(you ſav) calls mgoiz9ev, the Prince or Prolocutor, &C. which are 
betwixt/you and me two very different things, that he «peas 
iris for his virtue or zeal 's ſake was their Prolocator, I ealily 
grant, but this does not prove him their Prince or Supreme, and 
you ought to remember that honourary Titles or Compellations are 
not to be rigidly taken, or ſtretched too far. 


As to your /arge Title and Teſtimony from the Epiſtle of Saint pag. 1 2. 


Athanaſius to Marcus Biſhop of Rome (where again you have left 
St. Peter) upon which I ſuppoſe and that out of St. Bernard you 
ground your former Aſſertion that the Biſhops of Rome are the Conſer- 
vers of the ancient Decrees of General Councils , I will be brief and 
tell you that it is a pirifull forged nonſenſical piece of ſtuff, that 
you would here impoſe on us for the Venerable St. Athanaſins. 
To wave Dr. Cave, and our own Writers, who make and prove 
it to be a forgery, your own great ® Bellarmine and Baronius 
had the ſame opinion of it, rhe latter of whom, as you may 
ſee in Bellarmine (de Script, Eccl. in Gratiano) hath quite rui- 
ned ir. And here cannot but admire that y9« (hould offer to 
put off ſuch pitifull &/o/ere ff in a Nation that hath fo vaſt a 
number of learned men, and thereby to make your /elf ridiculous 
and contewptible, when ſuch learned men as Baronixs and Bellar- 
mine, who had as much zeal as any for the Chair at Reme, and 
more learning than 40000 , had already 'baffled the for- 
gery, and cauſed it to be hiſt off the ſtage. - Bur ſuch ſtuff it 
ſeems will down with yo#, and ſo doth that which is as bad, you 
may eaſily gueſs what it is I mean. : 


CHAP. 


m De Scrt-« 


ptoribus 


Eccleſ. in 
Athanaſio. 


[38] 


EIS WW w__ 4 _—_—_ tt A. th... 4 dit. _—_ —_— — 


CHAP, MIL. 


His Arguments from the Fourth Century for St, Peter's 
| Supremacy reſuted. 


WW HAT you wanted of evidence from the three firſt Centn- 
ries of the Charch, which are far from affording you 4 
Prattice of ſuch a Supremacy, Or any hints of there being any ſuc 

thing /errled at Rome,. but a# ſpeak the aire& contrary to ir, as I 

could very eaſily (hew 3 ox think to make up from little ſcraps 

of Fathers of the fourth and fifth Centuries, whoſe Rhetorical and 

honorary Expreſſions ought not to be taken in a ſtrict /iteral ſer/e, 

becauſe otherwiſe it were eaſte ro make them contradict 

themſelves, nay altogether unavoidable to prevent ir. The 1-- 

pag. 12. ſtance thall be in St. Hilary whom you firſt quote. He re/ls us 

' (ay you) Chriſt gave $t. Peter the keys of the Kingdom of Heaven, 

and that he built his Church upon him : and 

= gee: hanc ieprur 97> on Pe- yet in another part of his Works ® this Fa- 
es Edie fintanemn of, #þ*" Wakes the Corfeſſon ir ſof (as moſt of 

Hilarius de Thinit, L. 6. the Fathers doe) the Rock , on mhich our 

AF Saviour built his Charch. Tf you will 

then take the words 59 quote in a fri /eſe, and I take thoſe 

that I quote in 4s fri# and hteral; St. Hilary I perceive is like 

to ſuffer betwixt «s, and be made directly to comradit? himſelf. 

As to the keys, that I'll anſwer anon. As we ſerved St. Hilary, 

fo we muſt Epiphazizs about the Rock, whom you quote ma- 

pap. 13, king St. Peter, the firſt of the Apoſtles, the firm Rock upon which 

God's Church was built, Him ©T quote al- 

© Kai new, Gn om Th Nereg. fo making St. Peter's Confeſſion ( not his 

rg ee gee. Perſon) the fondation of the Catkulick 

ol £2. Thaw. 1- þ. geo. Edit. Petay. , Church. 1] muſt confeſs that it is purely 

neceſſity that forces me, or any of our 

Church to ſhew theſe incoherences in the Fathers if taken in a r5- 

gid literal ſenſe, whereas allowing them a latitude befitting Homi- 

bes, not Comroverſies, Rhetorical Amplifications, not cloſe inartificial 


Diſceurſes, they are conſiſtent enough. 
And 


= 
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And fo for St. Ambroſe ſaying, Chriſt left St, Peter, as it were 
the Vicegerent or Depmty of his Love to #5, in another place He pag. 13, 
makes this very ® Primacy, a Primacy of ; = 
Confeſſion, not of Honour , of Faith, not of * %atim loci non immemur ſui pri- 
Order ; which exprefſions of his, toge- Mam edi; Pimgnn moons 
ther with the perfett ſilence of Scripture Ordins. $. Ambrol. de Incarnat. 6. 4 
' and Prime Antiquity as to the thing, | 
me I muſt confels neither Proſchre to ſubſcribe to, nor antA4- pag. 1 3. 
mirer of, what oz quote from St. Hierome, that although God's 
Charch was not ſo altogether founded upon St, Peter, but that the 
other Apoſtles alſo had a ſhare with him in the Office [ with your 
leave from your own Margin I tranſlate, thar all the Apoſtles 
were equal in the foundation, 4id equally receive the power of the 
keys,” \yhich expreſſions by the bye as they contradi&t your own 
Teſtimonies from St. Hilay\and Epiphanins, ſo they ruine your 
preten(15n5 tor the Papal Supremacy of 7uriſdiftion] yet one is cho- 
fen amone/* the Twelve, that a Head being placed over all, occaſion 
of Sch:iſm mi:ht be taken away. I will but urge one place of Scrip- 
ture, why I think I ought not to: ſubſcribe to ir, and thar is 
As 8.14. Now when the Apoſtles which were at Jeruſalem heard 
that Samaria had received [by the Miniſtery of Philip] the word 
of God, they ſent unto them Peter and John z which had Peter 
been their Head [their Prince, their General, as others call him] 
would have looked juſt as well, and not a jor lefs, as if the 
College of Cardinals upon any important buſbeb into France 
ſhow delegate and ſend the Pope and the. Deas of their College 
tDitner, x 
But to paſs theſe Objeftions and to admir St. Hierome's affer- pag. 1 3.. 
tion, ir nor that from Opratus concerning the Prima Cathedra 
= prove any. thing more than a Primacy of Order, which oxr 
bs Chnrch 1 believe will not deny to the Biſhop of Rome ; but 
. . _ thar's not the thing will, or ever hath for theſe eight or nine 
" hundred years contented them, they are for a Supremacy of 7u- 
riſdiftion, as well as a Primacy of Order; their chief ground for 
which pretenſion is, as I take it, the 'inveſting St. Peter their , 
Predeceſſour with the power of the keys, the thing T (ſhall accor-- 
ding to my promiſe undertake here the conſideration of: 
The diſpute betwixt us about # is, not whether the: kezs- 
were given to St. Peter,, which no body of ev Church did ever: 


deny;, * 
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deny, but whether he received them in his own perſon, for bis 
ticular «ſe and truſt excluſively to all the reſt of the Apoſtles. 
hat he did not receive them in his ows perſon, is plain from, 
and the ?«dement of, Antiquity z. to you I need onely urge your 
own Teſtimony from St. ? Hierome who 


P —Cuntti claves regni celorum ac- makes the Apoſtles equally to receive the 
[_-, — fey _ — power of the keys, and to be. equal in 
rote : che foundation of the Catholick Charch x, 


' Go I 4+ 


” for others ſake I might urge St. Cyprian 4, 


93 Unus pro omnibus _ & who makes St. Peter the month of them all, 
Eccleſie voce reſpmdens. S. Cyprian. 14 to make that Confeſſion (upon which 


Ep. 59. Edit. Oxon. 


the keys were beſtowed) in the »ame of 


r Auguſt. Ep. 165. Edit. Frob. the Church. St. Auguſtine * who is of the 


f Match. 
16. 13, 
4, Orc. 


ſame opinion, and others, but I had 
rather recur to Scripture it ſelf, where I think it is evideat 


enough, that he did in the name, and for the »/e of them all re- 


ceive theſe keys : This I prove from St. Matthew, who brings in 
our Saviour (within two Chapters from that f, wherein the 4i/- 
courſe of our Saviour with his Diſciples, and his gift of the keys 
to Peter is recorded) ſpeaking to his Di/ciples as inveſted already 

with this power of binding and looſing* : 


: als IS 27.66 And if be which place with me puts it palt all 

che Church, but if be negle# to hear doubt , that the reſt of the Apoſtles 

the Church, let him be to thee as an were equally concerned in that ſpeech of 

Heathen man and a Publicane ; verily qgyr Saviour 's to St. Peter, and thereby had 

1 jay unto you, whatſerver ye ſhal _ power, But if they will not allow 
[0 


bind on earth, ſhall 'be bound, @yc. 
and whatſoever ye ſhall looſe 


is place to ſuppoſe a power glready given, © 


ſoall be looſed in heaven. they will not dare to deny that ir doth 


confer, {o that if he had the power given 
to him particularly in the Sixteenth Chapter of this Goſpel, they 
all have it now in the Eighteenth, and thereby the /ame 7ari/- 
dition and Anthority in the Church; which quite deſtroys all 
you have been hitherto about, which was indeed to prove 
St. Peter had the ſame Supremacy inveſted on him by oxr Savioar, 
which the Biſhops of Rome do fince from him exerciſe and en- 
joy 3 But how little you have performed, I dare appeal to any 


1ndifferent perſon, to your own ſelf, if you will but compare 


your papers and mine together : ſo that I might ſave my ſelf . 


the trouble to try what you ſay about that Primacy not dying 
with 


OE C41] 
with Peter z but I will not, -leſt you ſhould (ay, I left that pure 
unanſwered, 


F 


y_ 
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Arguments for the Primacy not aying with Peter anſwered, the Profs 
ont of St, Chryſoſtome for St. Peter's Supremacy ſwlly confuted, 


b hp Arguments for the Primacy not dying with Peter are pag. 1 3. 
' few and which is worſe nothing tO your purpoſe {ince they 
are . from proving what yo# delire : but you ought to have 
re ne bred that it is not onely your Task to prove that there was 
ſw a Primacy, and that it was ot to die with St. Peter, but that 
:t was to deſcend to the ſucceſſive Biſhops of Rome after his aeceaſe, 
and not to any of the Apoſties, nor to the Biſhops of Antioch, But 
ſince I perceive we ſhall find the frf, ro wit of proving the 
Primacy not to die with St. Peter, too many for yo, it would be 
cruel to put you upon proving any of the other : for as to that 
proof out of the Epiſtle of St. Hierome to Demerrias, all it proves * 
is that Immocentins was Anaſtaſius's Succeſſour in the Apoſtolical | 
Chair at Rome : now if you cannot prove hence, either that this 4g. 14. 
was the /ole and onely Apoſtolical Chair, or that it was always the 
chief and governing Chair of the Catholick Church, every one will 
ſee that you alledged a place nothing to the purpoſe, having not 
a word of St. Peter in it ; that you cannot thew either of them, 
is what I, to prevent your trouble of inquiring among your people 
about i:, will make appear in a very few words.” V 

That the Apoftolical Chair at ny is not the one Chair in the | 
Charch Catholick ", Tertullian 1s demon- 5 : 
ſtration z Rm» over ( aith he) the - 0 opud CE ___ 
lical Churches, in which the very Chairs poſtolorum ſuis locis preſidentur, 
the Apoſtles »/ed are to this day preſided >—prozima eft tibi Achaja, habes 
in by the Biſhops in their ſeveral places : and Cr 

- gy es, — Epheſum-—Romam. 

then he reckons Corinth and Philippi, and Tertull. 4 Proſeript. comr. Heree. 
Rome it ſelf among the reſt, c 35. Edit. Junii Francker. 1989. 


G That 
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"That it was not originally the chief or governing Chair is as 
plain from the account we have in Euſe- 


NT" P:ft ſervatoris Aſcenſum Pe ;; x Clowns a . 
rum; Jacobum & Joannem, guam- bins from * Clemens his Sixth Book of Inſti 


vis Dominss iplos ceteris pretulifſet, #105 5 That after our Lord 5 Aſcenſion, 
mn idcirco de primo honoris gradu Peter, James and John, tho preferred 
inter ſe contendijſe, ſed Jacobum c- [ not Peter alone} by our Lird above the 
gnomine Juſtum, Hierofolymorum E- reſt of the Apoſt TP hn 


leb. Hiſt. Eccl. t. 2. c. 1. Edit. Valeſ. tend among themſelves for the fir(t place of 


pag. 14. 


| —<Tnde nunc mee anime poſtu- 
lans cibum, unde olim Chrifti veſti- 


Honour, b#t choſe James the Juſt Biſhop 
of Jeruſalem. Whoſe Chair I am ſure this paſſage makes Primus 
Honoris Gradus, the chief Cathedra in the world. 

Having thus ſpoiled this your proof, your »exr will give me 
the leſs trouble, wherein St. Hierome tells Damaſus, that in this 
miſerable condition. of the Eaſtern Churches being over-run by Hereſies, 
he would ſtick to St. Peter's Chair and that Faith commended by 
$r, Paul, &c. which paſſage would have cleared it ſelf, had you - 
but been fo juſt as to have tranſlated the very next words, 
which bring us St. Hierem:'s reaſon for this hi: reſolurion of 
Alighting a! Herecticks, and communicating with the Apoſtolical 
Chair at Rome , becauſe he had in that 
Church been firſt made a Chriſtian, and there- 


wienta ſuſcepi. Hieron. Ep. Damalo. fore thence would receive the ſpiritual food © 


for his Soul. Had you Mr. $c1. but made 


' St. Hierome's reſolution your own, you had never fallen from 


PAT. IS, 


the Catholick, Apeſtolical and Orthodox Communion of the Church 
of England unto that of In the mean time remember 
that 5ou have: not proved either a Primacy, or a Succeſſion in it 

for the Biſhops of Rome. | 
In the next place, as tho' conſcious to your ſelf that you had 
done nothing hitherto, and chat your Arguments for. the Supre- 
macy and then for the Succeſſion were too weak, you fall again 
to the proving that St. Peter was Supreme, O incomparable Me- 
thod ! and are now reſolved to doe it to purpoſe; But: how 2 
out of St. Chryſoftome's Homilies and Comments ;, There is no one 
that hath looked, tho' but a little, into that Father, that will 
not (mile at this your arrempt., However you tell us, and no body 
will deny it, that he gives St. Peter extraordinary and noble 
Titles, that he calls kim, Prime Leader of the Apoſtles, the head of 
Orthedoxy, 1:e great High-PrieſÞ of the Church==—the Pillar of the 
| Churck 
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' Church —the Head of the Chorus of the Apoſtle, and ſays that He 


rook the charge of the whole Church throughout the World, SCC. 

I have onely this queſtion to put to yo, whether you take 
St. Chry/o/t:me, as to theſe paſſages concerning St. Perer (the 
greateſt as well as the cleareſt of which for your purpole I have 
here (et down) in a ftri literal ſenſe? if you own it; as you 
ſeem to do by placing them here for ſuch a purpoſe, I muſt then 
plainly tel! you, that yo» doe a very great wrong to this Holy 
and learned Father, than whom 0 one perchance ever gave him- 
ſelf a greater liberty as to Rhetorical flights in his Homilies : 
{ince in other paces he beſtows 73tles as high and as great as theſe 
on other Apo/t/es, which if I rake in the /ame /e»ſe that you do 
theſe, the Good Father is made inconſiſtent with himſelf, and to 
preach down-right falſties and contradiftions. T'll inſtance onely 
in St. 7oh» and St. Pax/;, do but give your ſelf the crouble to 
reade over his Preface to his Comments on St. fohn's Goſpel, and 
tell me chen, whether you do not find : | 
him ameng other large Elogies calling =——6 wa& I x7 # diuub ay 


3», 


St. Zohn the Pillar of all the Churches through- Exxdnagr.—3 ws xafis 7 od 
ont the world, and telling us that He had _ Tom. 2. Þ. $55+ 4d fin. Edit. | 
the Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven, ; 
But for St. Pas/, I am confident I can make ever yo# confels 

that He mounts him above St. Peter himſetf, concerning whons 

on have furniſhed a Catalogze of ſuch glorious Titles. Look 
but upon his Comment On that * ſaying of EO REERS 
St. Pans |. 2 Cor. 11. 28, ] about his es o_ _ wet =M& 
care f all the Churches (a paſſage by the "y Kd G.. wort  heyL 
bye enat 15 more , than all your whole Tom. 3- Þ. 699. 


"Church can patch together for St. Peter,) 


how ke advances our Apoſtle ; there he tells us, that Sr. Paul had © 
the care and charge not of a ſingle Houſe, but © : 
of Cities, and Countreys, and Nations, yea , Nt Ne cove; Ft 
of the whole world ® : in another place that ing; por 287 
he was intruſted with the charge and Govern- 

ment of the whole world, which is the very ſame Commiſſion and. 


as full and clear as that great one (which is your chief and beſt) 


that yo quote for St. Pezer of his having the charge of the Church 


throughout the world, -And he does not onely make St. Pau! 
innp®- equal in dignity to St, Perer, but which is much _ | 
2 advalt- 


——— O— 
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advances him _ bh, Yn m— 

. * Ode ' toprove. © No one (fays he ſpeaking 0 

< byy Oy _ = N Orat. 9* St. Paml) i greater than he, no nor ode to 
TS * him neither, 8C. 

By this time I hope I have made it evident, that St. Chr1/6- 
ftome will not doe your buſineſs, that he is as much, nay more 
againſt you, than for you; and that you and I ought both of us 
to own our feveral Luotations for Rhetorical Flights, {ince in, 3no- 

ther 4 place, if you and I be obſtinate-a- 
gainſt any allowances for theſe paſſares 3 


© Oui 5 Creivy MB wy » FIN 


' © cow Argat]es 366 6:my or Ot 


*Hie9 Torn Iiv]es of AmonrAct, dpacy- 
Tis x Von & mers Naghess Aauu- 
Parole, amd [drm Rows Thy 
 Opxuuliny "EpuricevNioles. D. Chryl. 
Tom. 8. þ. 115. Edit. Savil. 


Common All together with the 


He ſpoils all we have both brought, when 
he tells us, That the Apoſtles were ap- 
pointed by God to be Rulers, not [Fempo- 
ral] Rulers, to receive each his Nation or 
City, but { Spiritual. Rulers] inrrnfted in 

Cue of [ the Catholick Church 


throughout ] the world. Therefore as all your Authorities from 
St. Chryſoſtome for St. Peter's Supremacy are out of doors, fo that 
from St. A»g«ſtine comes too late having the ſame fault, as I 
could-moſt eafily ſhew, but do not think I need to trouble my 
ſelf with it, or what the Popes Legates (aid at Chalcedon, hat be- 


4g. 15. 


pap. 15. 


* Etenim antique Rome Throno 
QUOD URBSILLA IMPE- 
RARET jure Patres Privilegia tri- 
buere, (fk EADEMCONSIDE- 
RATIONE moti 150 Dei aman- 
1ſſim? Epiſcopi S. Sano nove Rome 
Thronn A QUALIA PRIVILE- 
G14 addixerum, (Fc. Concil. Chal- 
ced, CAP. 28. Eqn, Beyer. Oxon, 


ing to make 4 ar his own witneſs, Eſpecially ſince that great 
Council had fo little value for what th fi 


| d that they did 
(notwithſtanding all the Pope's oppo- 
ſition) decree that Conſtantinople ould 
enjoy equal Privileges with old Rome, and 
which is more did declare, © that as well 
old as new Rome had ſuch great Privile- 
ges beſtowed upon them, purely becauſe they 
were ſucceſſively the Imperial Cities of the 
world, 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. XIV. 


= The ridiculuu Uſe of his Teſtimonies ſhewn, and his fooliſh Afver- 
F ſons upon the Church of England wiped off. 


Heſe Teſtimonies, ſay you, 1 content my ſelf witha!, as ſuffici- 
ent to ſhew, I have not gone raſhly on withont the advice of P28. 15, 

ancient Conncellors, &C. It had been one further happinels for 
your Teſtimonies could they but have contented Others as well, as 
you ſay they have done you ; but how can that be expected, 
ſince they are ( as I think I have fully ſhewn ) far from being 
ſatisfaftory, becauſe altogether in/fficient for the defign you 
ther'd them for. In a word, you have neicher proved f 
Chriſt left his Church in a Monarchical State, nor that St, Peter 
was made the /ole Head and Dittator ( as you word it) of the 
Catholick Church, nor laſtly that the Bi/Sops of Rome have, 
and do ſucceed him in ſuch, a charge. Had you done theſe, you 
had done your cauſe ſervice : to attempt and not to do it, is 
but to tell the World that i: cannot be done ; and what thanks 
you will have for that, I can very eafily 4” 

All theſe Teſtimonies you Ef - »p with St. Bernard, but ſince fag. 35, 
be lived far too late to be admitted a Witneſs about theſe things, 
and you ig as well have quoted thoſe two Monſters of Men 
Gregory the Seventh and 1rncent the Third for thoſe purpoſes z 
I muſt fer him afide. 

No Body ought to wonder that o# are pleaſed with what 
you have thus ſcraped together, or that yo think you have 
found /omething, ſince every one likes his own beſt ; how little 
reaſon 50 had to flatter yowr /ef, I think I have abundantly 
proved; but on you go, and now ſtrongly imagine that the wiſe 
| God and his:Son could leave ( which 1s a little too bold with 
q God, 4id leave, might ſurely ſerve = ) none other at his Aſ- p48. 16. 
7 cenſion, &c. To be (hort, Sir, all this pleaſant fancy is anſwer- 
; ed already, and all you have ſo carefully been about hitherto, 
proves but a Dream, a Deluſion proceeding from your examinin 
things by falſe Meaſures, and | war a falſe Glaſs, But — 


_ 
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this, This muſt be the Charch you called Catholick in your Creed, and 
till now, did not ſo well mind, &c. Alas, Sir, that a Man of 
your parts and years ſhould not before this have minded what 
Catho/ick meant, and where that C:xrch was, when there's ſcarce 
a perſon of any tolerable ſenſe in Eng/and, that cannot With, a 
great deal of readineſs give a ſufficient account of 'theſe things: 
but here is the 44/ery, you have found that the Church of Ree 
is this very Church mentioned in our common Creed, and that 
when we profeſs we believe the Holy Catholick Church, we mean 
tho' we do not mind it, the Church of Rome. 

It is tono purpole to endeavour to reclaim /zch Men as you, - 
fince y9» ſeem to have abandoned the common principles by 
which Mankind govern themlelves , for elſe how could vox 
dream of a part being the whole, a Member, the Body, That the 
Church of Reme was from the beginning reckoned a particular 
Church, | think is as plain as that Rome is in 7raly ; I have proved 
it ſo fully above, that I almoſt loath ſuch a ridiculous ſubjet of 
diſcourſe. And your Authorities from Pacian and Cyril of 7eru- 
ſalem are not one jot to your purpoſe, if you intend them to 
confirm that the Church of Rome is the Catholick Church , all 
that they ſay or prove being that Carhe/ick is the Sirname of 
true Chriſtians, and that every one ſhould enquire for, and wnite 
with the Catholick, Charch into whatſoever place he comes, Now 
what is this to the Chxrch of Rome, here is, ng mention of 
her here, not a ſyllable to determine that fe is the Catholick. 
_ tO unite with which theſe two Father: are carefull to ad- 
viſe. 

Theſe things, you tell us, gave you ſame ſmall encouragement to be- 
take your ſelf to that Communion, that was both Chriſtian and Ca- 
tholick, &c. for which very reaſon you needed not have left 
the Communion of the Church of England, which is both Chriſts- 
an and Catholick, 

You ought to diſlike Pap;/t upon the ſame ground you diſ- 
like Proteſtant, and if Chriſtian was too large for you, you need- 
ed not to leave the Church of England to be both Carholick, and 
Chriſtian : the Church of England denominates her ſelf from no 
particular Perſons good or bad, but is a 7r#e Church having law- 
full Paſtors and a Catholick Faith, 


You 
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You next ſay you cant imagine why Proteſtants ſhould ſs de- pag, 18. 
cline the Title ( of Catholick you mean ) or ſuffer it with fo 
much ſilence to be laid aſide, unle(s it be, becauſe it imports a Faith 
ſpread throughout the World, which they very well kaow, would be 
ntterly impoſſible to prove their Proteſtant Faith ever was, GC. 
Whether this paſſage is more ridiculous or falſe, I muſt own 
that upon the ſudden F cannot tell; if you mean here as you 
ought the Cherch of England, ( as you muſt to be conliſterit 
with your (elf, having a good while ago caſt off all the other _ 
Reformed Communions Y®hothing can be more falſe and ridicu- 
lous, ſince twice a Day we ule it conſtantly in our Service, and 
ſurely you will not be ſo extravagantly reaſonable to (ay we 
do not Mean or Pray for our ſelves, when we Pray for the 
Good Eſtate of the Catholick Church : So that our declining 
the Title, and ſuffering it with ſo much ſilence to he laid 
_—— be put to the account of the groſler fort of Un- 
cru 


And we need not wonder that you would offer a falfe rea- 
ſon for a falſe thing 5 or Faith and the Faith of all the Re- 
formed Churches having been already proved to be Catholick 3 
and therefore your mtterly impoſſible to prove it to be a Faith: 
ſpread throughout the World , muſt be put up on the ſame ac- 
COUnr, | 
Nor is there ever a Member of the Chu-ch of England of 

any Learning that I ever met with, or heard of, - that either 
declined the Title of a { Reformed ] Cathiiick, or was not 
ready onely to profe/s, but alſo to prove that by being a Sox 
of the Church of England he was a Aember of a Catholick. 
Charch. 
As to what 50» add about the other Adjunt# in our (ours I ſay 
of the Church of England, as well as- yours at Rome ) Creed, 
C Apoſtolical, that you ſaw leſs reaſon for their claim to that, and 
4 ro give them their duc, they were more modeſt than much to in- 
| fot upon it, &c. This Sentence is Braſs every bit of it 3 for 
if you mean the Church of England here, I am aſtoniſhed to 
think you ſhould have fo little Conſcience, or (o little Mode- 
Ry to publiſh ſuch a groſs untruth in the face of a Charch, 
chat is ſo far from ror inſiſting on the Title of Apoſtolical, that 
:£ denounces every perſon excommunicate that (hall dare to ay 
| | the 
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the Church 8 of Fnglard is not an Apo- 


E Whrſhever ſhall hereafter affirm . ; 
that the Church of England by Law frolical Church, and calls ſuch an affirma 


eſtabliſhed under the Kings Majeſty is 10M AN 1mpious Error, But if you are 
mte TRUE andan APOSTO- relolved to carry things at this rate b 

LICAL CHURCH, reaching hrazening us down, tis to no Purpoſe 

af Oo ms = 1 4 C bak” -u to contend with Vou 3 I muſt needs tel] 
Excommunicated *pſo fago , and nos YOu that you mig! as well have pub- 

reſtored, but onely by the Arch-Biſhop, liſhed tro the World that the Church of 
after hs Repentance and publick, Re- F:42/444 hath no C:ced in her prblick Ser- 
Cone A Sha of the Synod vice, NOT believega 7 mty, nor hath any 

in 1603. Biſhops to prefide 0v-; her, as this of her 

neither having nor prerending tO Apoſtoligal 

Faith and Succeſſion. If you include alſo the reſt of the Reform- 

ed Churches, you might eaſily know, that there is no thing they 

ſo much inſiſt upon as the proving their Faith and Prattices to 

be purely Apoſtolical, and therefore their Chxrches to be ſuch ; 

ſo that neither are they /o modeſt as not to infft on their being A- 
poſtolical ; as to the want of Succeſhon among them that 

0u object againſt '*, and they do not deny ; you your ſelf 

have furniſhed them with an anſwer to 


pon abort Peer, ee 9 Jour Party from St, Ambroſe's words, that 
"RY" | they enjoy not the inheritance [or Succeſſion ] 


of Peter, who have not the Faith of Pe- 


tEr. 

But here you have a mind to make the Church of England to 
be of your opinion, that is, that the foreign Reformed Churches 
have no rue Miniſters, becauſe thoſe that come ont of France with 
the Title of Miniſters, are not allowed to exerciſe their Miniſtry, 
before they receive the Orders of the Church of England, &c. It is 
true, they are not allowed to have a Cure of Souls here with- 
out the taking of Epiſcopal Orders, becauſe it is expreſsly pro- 
vided by A&# of Parliament among us, that no' one (hall have 
ſuch a Cre of Souls without Epiſcopal Orders, which A# you 
know was fully deſigned againſt our home Diſſenters, who had 
opportunities of Epiſcopal Orders at home 5 not againſt them, who 
could not have them at home, with whom: alſo we had nothing 
ro do : But fince no pap was made in the 4% for them, 
the Charch cannot diſpenſe with an 4 of Parliament in their 
favour : However that ſhe allows theirs to be true tho' imperfet 

Charches, 
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Churches, is hence plain, becauſe her Members in their Travels 
communicate with thoſe Charches ; which thing ſhe would ne- 
ver permit, had they no Miniſtry ;, it was the Prafice of our Ex- 
iler in France during the /ong Rebellion ; and Dr. R, Watſon hath 
lacely put forth the moſt Learned and moſt Religious Biſhop Coxin 
( who was one of thoſe noble exiled Confeſſors ) his Defence of 
their communicating there with Geneva rather than Rome. So 
that your Argument fails you allo here. 


CHAP. XV. | 
More of his foul Aſperſions on the Church of England expoſed and 


confuted, 


OU are next reſolved to have a little fling at the Church 

of Eng/and about her Orders, which you ſay, they { of 
that Church | very much endeavour to prove, and fain would have 
confeſt to be | received from ] andoubrted Biſhops of the Church of 
Rome : But your heart failed you, and this is all you have 
to ſay againſt ovwr Orders, which is nothing at all, ſince we are 
much abler, and as ready to prove the Legitimacy of our Orders, 
NAS J0# CAN thoſe of your Pope himſelf : this is to bark, when ox 
dare not come near to faſten, but if yy have a mind to ſhew 
your parts upon this ſabjet, do but undertake and anſwer Arch- 
Biſhop Bramhals Confutation of the Nags-head Ordination, 8c, and 
T'll do, as I hear you have, renounce my Orders. But Alas Sir I 
might as well put 59» upon carrying Weſtminſter Abby to Putney, 
25 upon the Anſwering that Vnan/werable Book. 

fter the civil hint that the Charch of England hath no rrne 
Orders, you are for making her amends, out of Reverence t9 
her, by proving that ſhe is a very Non/enſical fooliſh Church, 
which you attempt by rwo /mall ( Fen have a kindneſs ſtill 
for her, . or elſe we might have had four, perhaps zen great ) 


Obſervat 1075, 


Your firft is, That this reducer the Cathvlick Church wit a. nar+ 1 Obſ. 


row Corner of the World— 
[mall a handfull in that narrow Corner, GC, 


But 
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Toto diviſes orbe Britannos, and A pag, 19. 
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- But pray Mr. Sclater how are we got hither > What is this, 
Thu, = reduces the Catholick Church, &c, Hath the Charch 
of England denied the foreign Reformed Churches to be true 
Churches ? Pray (hew us where > But ſuppoſe /he: had, this 
will not prove that the Catholick, Charch is reduced into this nar- 
row Corner of the World, except you ſhew, that ſhe hath al- 
ſo denied the Charch of Rome, and thoſe Charches that ſubmir 
to her to be true Churches, Nor this neither will not confirm 
your Obſervation, ſuppoſing the Church of Erg/and had rejefted 
both the foreign Reformed, and Unreformed Churches out of the 
Catholick Church ; {1nce you have ſurely heard of ſuch a Church, 
as the Large Greeh Church under the Four Patriarchs, of the 
Ruſſian Church, of the vaſt «Athiopian Church, of the Armenian, 
and of the Neſtorians to omit others. Have: you or can you 
prove that the Church of England hath excluded al! theſe al- 
fo from being Parts or embers of the Catholick Church ? 
If you cannot, how doth ſhe confine the Carholick Church 
here, or what cwitradiftion is ſhe guilty of , that abhors 
che thought of ſuch a thing as yo would faſten upon 
her 


I cannot refrain ſhewing a juſt reſentment here, and there- 
fore muſt tell you, that this your Obſervation is the moſt diſinge- 
"ous, and the moſt fooliſh that I ever met with in my Lite, 
and that I could never have ſuſpetted that -a»y 44: that had 
common ſenſe, and pretended tO Conſcience, could have been 
guilty of /o fou! a thing, had I not met with it in this 


Book. | | 

And juſt ſuch ſtuff as this is the Remark in this Obſervation, 
upon our Church, that ſhe # pleaſed in order to avoid the Word Ca- 
tholick, to call it an Univerſal Church, &c. Who would expe 
that a an that hath been a Xnifter in our Charch theſe Thir- 
ty Years, that hath uſed our Service perchance a Thouſand 
times, ſhould make ſuch a ſtrange Remark ; hath ovr Church (as 
you fay ſhe hath ) in order to avoid the Word Catholick, ſtruck it 
out of that Tranſlation of the _ Creed, which ſhe appoints 
in her Lirwrgy ? Hath ee ſtruck it out, and put in Univer/al in 
the Four places it uſed to occur in in the Creed of St. 4rhanaſins ? 
Is it gone out of the Nicene Creed ſhe appoints ? Pray get ſome 
Body to look thoſe Three Creeds for you. A Man voun be- 
ieve 
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lieve5#s had not ſeen a Common-Prayer-Book thefe Thirty Year-, 
or pals a mach feverer Sentence upon you. Dorh not the Church 
of England command its Daily Uſe in the General Colleff, which 
we daily put up for the good Eſtate of the Catholick Charch ? And 
further /be is (o far from altering or endeavouring to avoid, as 
you moſt falſly would obſerve ſhe doth, the Word Catholick, that 
whereas in the Ijun#ions of King Edward the Sixth, 1547. 
the Form of bidding the Common- Prayers [ before Sermon ] 


See Biſh:p 
Sparrows 
N ColleFion 


thus 3 Yow ſhall Pray for the whole Congregation of Chriſt's Church, of Canons, 


and, &c. in thoſe of Queen Elizabeth, 1559, and in the 55th &c- 
of the Canons Eccleſiaſtical of the SHmed under King 7ames the 
Firſt, 1604. the Word Carholick is put in, and every 14> 
niſter is commanded to begin his bidding of Prayer in theſe 
very words, Te ſhall Pray for Chriſts Holy Catholick Church, &c, 
Nay ox your ſelf uſed the term Catholick ( while you continued, 
and as a Member of our Church ) on laſt Palm-Sunday at Putney 
Charch, or elſe you broke owr Church Laws : So that I can- 
not now avoid the —_—_ your ſelf what you now think of 
this your Remark , and whether you had not Grad your ſelf a 
mg—_ had you had the good fortune not to have put it 
own. 
You have a Second Remark much akin to the Firſt, in which 
ou profeſs you can no more tell | how ſhe cati be the Catho- 
lick Church ] than ſhe is able to find her ſelf in the innumerable 


huddle of ten times Ten more Diſſenters, Diſſemblers, and Indifferents, pag. 19. 


than her number ts able to make, 8c. How you come to know 
the number of choſe that hold Communion with the Church of 
England to be fo very ſmall, is matter of wonder to me ; but 
if I ſhould fay that your Calculation is moſt intolerably falſe, I 
am ſure you cannot diſproye me , ſince I am certain I have 
truth and the common ?udgment of all unprejudiced Men on my 
fide, that Calculating the numbers of the /evera! Pariſhes thro 
England, there are one with another Ten ( I may I believe ſafely 
ſay Twenty ) times more that hold Communios with the Church 
of England than difſent from' ir - As for Diſſemblers and Indiffe- 
rents how you come to know Mens Hearts ſo well is owing 
more to your new than o!d Religion, which would have taught 


308 more Prudence about /uch things. 
1 2 After 


2 Obſ. 
p44. 20, 


4 3 Wo 
Afﬀer you have come off {o wretchedly with your firſt Ob- 
ſervation, no Body will wonders from your ſecond, 
which is, That you ſhould have had the better Opinion of this hand- 
ful ( as you ridiculouſly call the Charch of England ) if their 
Faith had been conformable to the Faith of thoſe Biſhops from whans 
their Biſhops had their Miſſion, &2C. 

That our Biſhops have their Miſſion from Rome, is what we 
utterly deny, that they were, ſome of 'em, in the beginning of 
the wmoft neceſſary Reformation ordained by thoſe that held with 
the Charch of Rome in her corrupt Faith and Pra#ices is what 
we do not deny. This however we ſay cannot prejudice or 


| Reformation , ſince if there were Errours fit to be thrown 


pap. 20, 


pag. 20, 


out of our Charch,. you your ſelf ( ] am ſure your Learned Men ) 
will grant that mo Ordination can prejudice or hinder ſuch a 
Rejeftion of Errours, That there were ſuch Erronrs crept 
which ought to be caſt owr, and were at owr Reformation, is 
what.our Charch-24en a Hundred times over have invincibly 
proved. 

As to the Rule you bring from St. Ambroſe that they emjoy 
not the Inheritance of Peter, who receive not the Faith of Peter, 
we are very ready to join ifſue with you, or any. of your Church 
upon it, and I queſtion not before yo# and I part on rhis /abje#, 
to ruine the Papal and Rowan Swccefſion by your own Rule, to Wit, 
by proving that they have receded from the Faith of Peter and 
the whole Primitive Church. 

We readily own that 4 tre and Apoſtolical Miſſion, Commiſſion. 
and Ordization are confiderable particulars, and are as ready an 
time to aſſert that ewr Church hath them, and to prove it again 
506 at any time, if you. have a mind to undertake this- point 
againſt her. | 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. XVL 


| The Dodtrine of the Church of England concerning the Euchariſt _ 
put down, My. Scl.s Reaſons from Scripture for 
Tranſubſtantiation a»/wered, 


Hm traced ox hitherto, and found all your Attempts vain, 
. © and your Reaſons to no purpoſe, which yo» took ſo much 
pains to ſcrape together, 'to have proved that our Saviour Chriſt 
left his Catholick Church in a Monarchical State under a Particular 
Vicegerent, and that that Vicegerent was the Biſhop of Rome, and 
his Church the Catholick Church. And having (hewn all your Ar- 
tacks againſt, and Remarks upon the Church of E»g/ard to be 
very vain, extremely abuſive, and extravagantly ridkendoass I 
have now onely your /aft, your great Reaſon to examine, where- 
m you make an effort to prove, that ker Faith concerning the 
Exchariſt is contrary to that of the Catholick Church. 
If you could have proved th, I muſt confeſs your forſaking 
our Communion would have been much more reaſonable : and 
therefore I queſtion not, but that as you have muſtered up a- 
bundance of Anthorities, (0. you have done all you can to make 
them ſpeak and declare againſt w : but to how little purpoſe 
you have made all this noiſe and ado about rbis point alſo is what 
I ſhall quickly ſee. | 
Before I enter on your particular proofs, T have a freſh com- 
plaint to make, that you have not uſed herein that Ingenuity, that 
would have become a Scholar ; one might yery cacoaats have 
expected that as your Intentions were to prove againſt the Church 
of England, that her Faith was as to the Exchariſt falſe and cor- 
rupt, {0 you would have ſet down what chat her Faith is.- This 
would have looked like fair and ingenwous dealing, firſt to have 
t down her Faith about the Exchariſt, and then to have ſhewn, 
ow contrary it was to Scripture, and.to the wnanimous Conſent 
of Antiquity, If yox reply to this my Complaint, that her Faith 
is ſo well known that you needed not put ir down together, 
but that yow have occaſionally done it up and down _ Au- 
fnOrities 3 
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thorities; I muſt tell you that by the account you give of i: 
occaſionally, one would be perſuaded that i: is far'from being 
ſo well known : T am ſure that ſlender account, or rather hints that 
»y# {0 often interſperſe about it, are «trerly falſe and very fooliſh - 
{o that if any one ſhould take an account of or Churches Faith 
from ox, and whom can they better take i: from than oe that 
was fo lately a 2fnifter among ws, they muſt believe that we 
hold the Euchariſt to be mere figures, mere repreſentations, and 
bare ſigns ;, for that is the moſt you allow us to make of i: thar 
I can meet wth in your Books all which how far it is from 
Truch I ſhall quickly ſhew os. | | 
Well then, ſince you had not rhe Ingenuity to put down an 
Account of the Church of England s Faith about the Excharift, 
I muſt, that (o I may the better examine the Proofs you bring, 
and any one may compare the Authorities you -quote, and our 
Faith oy. wk and thereby more imparcially judge, and more 
readily diſcover, whether Antiquity fairly laid down ſpeak for, 
or againſt 1s, 
oncerning this Sacrament the Charch of England in her 28h 
Article of Religion delivers her Opinion thus, The Supper of the 
Lord is not onely a (ſign of the love that Chriftians ought to have 
among themſelves one to another 5 but rather it is a Sacrament of 
our nice by Chriſt's death. Inſomuch that to ſuch as right- 
ly, worthily, and with Faith receive the ſame, the Bread which 
we break is a partaking of the Body of Chriſt, aud likewiſe the 
Cup of Bleſſing « a partaking of the Bloud of Chriſt. Afﬀeer 
which having declared her ſelf againſt Tranſubſtantiation as re- 
pugnant to plain Scripture, and to the nature of a Sacrament, and 
[-againſt any Corporal Preſence of Chriſt's Natural Fleſh and Bloud 
in the Declaration about kneeling at the end of our Communion-Sey- 
vice in our Liturgy, ſhe goes on in this Avricle to declare that 
The Body of Chriſt is given, taken and eaten in the Supper, onely after 
an heavenly and ſpiritual manner : a»d that che Mean whereby 
the Body of Chriſt is received and eaten in the Supper, 1s Faith ;, 
which laſt expreſſions exclude the wicked from partaking of 
_ Body, and allow chem barely the Sign, or outward part 
of the Exchari/t,” | | 
In the Publick Catechiſm in the Liturgy, having taught her 
Catechrmens that there are two things IN each of the T6 
| tne 
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ww - 
the outward Sign, and the inward ſpiritual Grace, (ſhe teaches 
chem: to anſwer that the outward part of the Sacrament of the 


| Lord's Supper is Bread and Wine, and that the inward part or 


thing ſignified, ts the Body and Bloud of Chriſt, which are verily 
and inaced = and received by the Faithfull i« the Lord's Supper. 
 Thele paſlages are ſufficient to ſhew that or Church holds a 
real, but not carnal, a Spiritual and Heavenly but not Corporat, 
Participation of Chriſt's Body and Bloyd, which tho' locally and na- 
txraly in Heaven, is yet after a AH/tical and Supernatural way 
communicated to the Faithfull not by the month of the Body, but 
by that of Faith. | 


Thus much for her Sentiment concerning this Sacrament, .nNOW pag. 20. 


I muſt try your Reaſons againſt ir, You tell us that you had 
been a long time greatly concerned for the Interpretation of but five 
ſmall words of our Saviour, 8c. The re(ult of your concern I ſup- 
poſe was that thoſe five words (I doubt we thall find more 
than five, or double five Concerned in this buſineſs) are to be ta- 
ken in a /iteral ſenſe ; and that which you offer for proof of it is 
this. Firſt, Becauſe this Sacrament was his laſt Will and Teſta- 
ment, which ought not to be worded ob/cxrely or dowbrfully to 
prevent quarrels and diviſions, Secondly, Becauſe this Will ts re- 
peated by ſo many of his Apoftles without the leaſt variation Ot 
caution againſt the literal ſenſe. Thirdly, Becauſe it was an Oath 
or Sacrament, a Teſtament, a Precept, an Article of Faith, or a Po 
ſition to continue in the Church for ever, the true Interpretation wherg- 
of, if Catholick, Tradition have not given ws, it is likely.it will ne- 
ver be agreed on. | 

Theſe are the ftrength of what you fay, to the f-/# of which I 
anſwer that this if was neither worded obſcurely, or of doubrfull 
interpretation ; that there are Diviſions about chem is not owin 
to the words, but to the perverſe hwmoxrs of ſome Men, whoſe 
quarrels no plainneſs is able to prevent. To your /econd I-fay, 
that ic is utterly falſe that our Saviour's Will, or the I»ſtitution of 
this Sacrament was repeated by ſo many-of his Apoſtles (allowing 
ark and: Luke the name of Apoſtles, tho'. you know it is very 
unuſual) without the leaſt variation : to convince you of which, 
do but look upon this Parallel Account that I here ſend you out 
of chew, and then conſider what reaſon you had, or with what 
face you could affirm as you do. | | 


St, Matth, 


e . 
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St. Matth. c, 26. 26, &c. 


—— And ſaid, take eat, This « 
my Bedy, ——drink you al] of 
this, or This us my Blond of the 
New Teſtament, which # ſhed for 
- many for the Remifſion of SIS. 


| 
| 


St. Luke '22. 19, &c. 


( 


—— ſaying, This « my Body, 
which #5 given for you : this 
doe in remembrance of me: 
—— ſaying , ' Tos Cup « the 
New Teſtament in my Bloud, 
which #5 ſhed for you. 


| 


St. Mark 14- 22, &c. 


—— And ſaid, take eat, This «s 
my Body, —and they all drank 
of it, and he ſaid unto them, 
Thus is my Blond of the New Te- 
ſtament, which # ſhed for many. 


iS 
St. Panl, 1 Cor. 11. 23, &c, 


——and ſaid, take, eat, This 1s my 
Body, which # broken for you, 
this doe in remembrance of me, 
— ſaying, This Cup « the New 
Teſtament in my Bloud, This 
doe ye, as oft as you drink it 
in remembrance of me. 


For the other part of your ſecond Argument, that the Apoſt les 


put down »o caution againſt the literal ſenſe, the reaſon is evident 
enough, becauſe there was »o need of 5t, fince the words neither 
then, nor now can be taken in a /iteral ſeſe, as I ſhall quickly 
\ſhew you; and ſince nothing was more common to the ou 
Aede of ſpeaking, than to give the name of the thing it (elf to 
that which is the /ign of ir : As is moſt plain from the Paſchal 
; Lamb its being fo * often in both Teſta- 
ments Called the Paſſever, whereof all 
know. it was but the Sen; from Y Cir- 
cumciſion its being called the Covenant, 
when it was but the /e» of it : nay nothing is more common 
among es, than to ſay ach un one lives at the Lion, the Bear, the 
Ship, the Bible, which yet any one, that talks with «s, knows 
that we mean barely the /igws of them, without any Caution gi- 
ven, Or requiſite againſt taking « in « kteral ſenſe, WW 
3. Your third Argument I do not well underſtand, fince «» 
Dath, a Precept, an Article of Faith, and a Poſition are very odd 
terms to expreſs this Sacrament by : and it is the firſt time I 
s ever 


- _® Deuteron. 16. 2, 5s, 6. 
Match. 26. 19. Luke 22. 9, It. 
y Gen, 19. 13» 
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ever heard i called, or knew it to be av Article of Faith, he- 
ving ever before thought it to be a divine Rite or Praftice that 
was by Chrift's Command to continge ever in the Charch : but 
to pals over ſuch trifles; We do affirm, that Catholick Tradi- 
tion hath given us the true Interpretation of theſe words, which is, 
that they are to be taken in a Figurative 
ſenſe, and that by Body here is meant * Fi» , *,—— hb «ft Corpus meum dicgr- 
gura, as Tertullian, Signum , as St." Au- * = Fw 7 Wan _ 
guſtine, and many wore acquaint Us, 4s We > Non dubiratit wy cad , Hec eſt 
(hall by and by prove. In the mean Corpus meum, cum Signum daret Cor- 
time I mult prove that cheſe words, 29s ſi. D. Auguft. cont. Adamant. 
This is my Body, Cannot be taken in « {i- © * «it: Bufil. 156g. | 
teral ſenſe, which our Enemies them- 
ſelves of your Party will grant me, if I prove that the THIS 
mentioned here is Bread. 

That it was is thus cleared, That which our Savior took into 
his hands (when he was about the Inſtitution) was Bread, 
that which he bleſſed was the ſame thing that he had wn, - into 
his hands z chat which he brake was the ſame thing that he had 
bleſſed ;, that which he gave ther when he id it was his Body, 
was that which he had broken 3; But that which ke broke, whi 
he bleſſed, which be took, into his hands ws Bread : therefore it 
was Bread, which he geve his Diſciples, and by T HIS is meant 
This Bread. | 

This InduRtion is {o fair and fo clear, that I am fure you can- 
not evade it : þut farther, 

If by the 7hes here is not meant the Bread, pray let us know 
what it. was then excluſive to Bread, and which « more , how the 
Bread could be by the words, This is my Body, converted into 
the Body of Chriſt, if the Bread was not mentioned here, nor meant 
by the word Thr. : | 

This matter and Argument 15 ſo demonſtrative, that I cannot 
but ſtand amazed that men who pretend to Reaſon can refuſe * 
its I could urge this Argument much farther, but will content 
my ſelf with theſe few Remarks. Firſt, That tho' owr Saviour 
did not (ay plainly, This Bread is my Body, yet he ſaid according 
to St. Lake and St. Pax!, This CU P is the New Teſtament in my Luke 22. 
Bloud , which paſſage doth fully determine, th2t the Bread was =. 
as much meant in the This is my i as the Cup was in the y,, 


is 


= BE = 
Aatth. 26. This is my Bloud, in St. Matthew and St. Mark, Secondly, That 
3, 'Our Saviour himſelf calls the ine after he had conſecrated ir, 
Mark 14+ 2þ;o Fruit of the Vine, Matth. 26. 29. and St. Paw! does net leſ7 
1. than three times call the Bread after Conſecration ©, Bread; which 
-6,27,28. places are evidence enough, that oor Saviowr neither deſtroyed 
the Subſtances of the Elements, nor that St. Paxl, or any of the 
Faithfull ever believed that he had. 

Places 1 could bring enough out of the Fathers to confirm 
that by This they underſtood this Bread, but muſt not to avoid 
being tedious , one however out of your Fathers I cannot omir, 
which as ir proves what I fay, ſo it does prove you to be not 
onely a very excellent Tranſlatour, but a very honeſt ſincere Men. 
It is from your Rupertus Abbas Twitienſis (who lived in the twelfth 
Century) whoſe word: are theſe as you cite them, Hoc [7 inquir ] 
id eſt hic Panis eſt Corpus menm, ſrve Caro mea, which words you 
ehus tranflate, This ( ſaith he) is that, This is my Body, this is my 
Fiſh. A. Tranſlation {0 abominabl falſe, and ſo intolerably ridicy- 

| fois, that when I was at School, I would have difdained to 
have been guilty of /ach pitiful tuff : look at it again Mr. Scla- 
ter, ferch down your Di#4ionary, and try again at it, and fee 
whether you that tranſlate but ar this rate, be fit to ſet up for 
a Book-writer, and a Manager of Controverſies, and a Balancer of 
the Merits of the rwo Churches. T am aſhamed that any Man 
chat was ever of either of our Univerſities, or in Holy Orders in 
er Church ſhould either have o little brains or ſo little hone- 
ſty : but to let your Tranſlation alone, R»pertrzs does confirm 
my reaſon for the determining This to mean This Bread, when he 
fays, This [ſaith our Saviour ] that is, This Bread is my Body 
my Fleſh. | 


CHAP. 
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CH AP. XVI. 


His falſe Slander of our Church, and his fooliſh Obſervation 
about Judas ſhewy. 


'T Muſt next conſider what yu have of Argument in your 

Preface, where you would have us believe that the ſixth 
Chapter of St. fohn's Goſpel is to be taken in a /iteral ſenſe ; but 
ſince you were not -at leifure ta offer any Proof for it, I need 
ſpend no time to anſwer : one thing I muſt examine there, and 

t is the danger you ſaid you muſt live and die in, under the de- 
wmial, or but doubting of ſo great a Truth, in Communion with thoſe Pref. 
that ſaid, How can this Man give us his Fleſh to eat? And doth 
our Church (ay (0, that our Saviour cannot give # his Fleſh to eat ? 
How is it then, that in the Prayer [We do not preſume, &c. 
ſhe orders her Communicants to pray to our Grations Lord tO grant 
to them, /o to eat the Fleſh of his dear Son 7eſus Chriſt, and to drink 
his Bloud, that their ſinfull Bodies may be made clean by his Body, and 
their Souls waſhed through his moſt pretions Bloud, &c, That in the 
Prayer of Conſecration the ſame Petition is pur up, to omit any 
more places ? | | 

This, Sr, is very provoking, and highly unjuſt, that a 2c, 
who hath perchance a hundred times uſed theſe very Prayers, who 
did laſt Palm-Sunday uſe them, reade them when he adminiſtred 
the Excbariſt to the ' Pariſhioners of Putney, ſhould in the face 
of the Sun, in owr own Nation, in our own Language publiſh ſo 
groſs an Untruth, and affix ſo falſe a Scandal upon our Church 
as to ſay, ſe affirms our Saviour canner give us his Fleſh to ear. 
If theſe and ſuch be the Fruits of Jour Converſion, fit anima mea 
cum Philoſophis rather than with /uch Chriſtians. 

Do not think to bring off your /e/f with ſaying that ow 
Church denies that any one cas eat the Fleſh of Chriſt in that 
ſenſe which thoſe people meant i: that ſpoke theſe words : that 
will not doe your buſineſs, ſince that Church whereof you Now 
are, for all its belief of Ts, abhors the Capernai- 

FN tical 


Matth. 26. 
23, 25+ 


Preface 


tical ſenſe of theſe words as much as we, and are ready to ſay 
with « that our Saviour cannot, and does not give us his Fleſh to 
eat in that carnal, ſenſual, abominable manner that theſe Capernaites 
talked of. | 

Your next Obſervation in your, Preface that Judas was one 
of the Ds/ciples that went back and walked no more with Our Sa- 
viour, is 1 muſt confeſs a rarity, which hath eſcaped, I be- 
lieve, all our Commentatours : but will your pretty (and ſpitefull) 
Obſervation hold 2 how is it then that we meer with 7«da 
in our Saviowr's diſh the very night before he was Crucified ? 
I know no other fetch that you can have to fave your imrem- 
arcs Obſervation beſides -that of a Gentleman, who in a diſpnte 
holding that Abraham was juſtifted by Faith, and being prefled 
by the Opponent. with. that of St. fames that Abraham was juſti- 
fied by Works, faved his bacon by ſaying rhar there were perhaps 
two Abrahams: and ſo you may gravely ſay, that there were two 
Tudas Iſeariots, 


———— — 


CHAP. XVIIL 


His Authorities from Galatinus, and the Spurious Litwrgies for Tran- 
ſubſtantiation rejeed, and the reaſon of it, His railing and 
Abſurditves about theſe and other Spurious Pieces 
examined and expoſed, 


NY we are come to your main Batte], where, like as 
the T»rks are ſaid to have had a fort of Souldiers called, 
as I remember, A/aphi, whom they ſet in the front of their Bat- 
tel to dull and evigorate their enemies by their cutting down 
of theſe-dull Souls, fo you have placed Galatinws and his Rabbins 
in your front to hinder your Adverſaries falling with too much 
ſtomach upon your main Body, You ſaw it neceſſary how- 
ever in your Preface to beſpeak your Reader in favour of Gala- 
tinus, that he mas always accounted a very learned Man. Tou had 
done well to - have quoted fome people on your ſide here, 
becauſe your bare word will not paſs with me, nor with any 
eve Elſe, that will take the pains to reade owr two _— 

| am 
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I am fure he ſhewed neicher Learning nor Ho LE 
ſages you quote from him, ſince he ſtole nay abi 


— Charto- 


Satvaticus without owning in the leaſt whence he had them : and: 


for the Paſſages and Rahbbins themſelves LE the Optmion of Galatino. 
Learned Men, that there were neither /ch Rabbins, nor ſuch Þ 335 


Works of theirs as to theſe things, but that they are the Piows - 
Frauds of Porchetms and others : So that T-need not trouble my 
ſelf, tut (er aſtde this forged ſtuff ; your calling them Propherick, 


and abuſing the place of Sr. _ of the Spirits blowing where it p48. 21, 


lifteth, &c. would in any other fort of People have call- 
ed Enthuſiaſm, and downright Fanaticiſm. 

And truly yox put in as fair for a touch of the /arrer as your- 
verieſt Enemy could defire, when inftead of Argament you 
vent your ger, and inſtead of reaſoning fall into downrighe 
railing againſt the Impions Ambition, and unlimitted appetite of rule 
of the Private Spirit, which would fain ſoar above the Heavens, . 
and make it ſelf Lord even of the Writings of God alſo, Her pri-' 
pate Gloſſes, imperious Semtiments, and contradittory Interpretations, 
like the Viftorions Rabble of the Fiſhermen of Naples, riding in Tri- 
wmph, and trampling under their feet Eccleſiaſtical Traditions, De- 
crees, and Conſtitutions, Ancient Fathers, Ancient Litrrgies, the 
whole Church of Chriſt, &c. 

But pray, Sr, if your Catholick fit be over, who is it that 
bath or own this Private Spirit you have been venting ſo much 
Spleen againſt > If ox deſigned it for a Charaer of the 
Church of England, which I believe you did ; I am obliged to 
tell yo» that it is a moſt impudent, and a moſt falſe Slander, Do 
but look into that Canon of our Charch, 


which you your felf quoted , and thoſe See the Canon it ſelf, and the 


kerle Remarks I made upon it, do but Remarks above. p. 2. 
peruſe again, what I ſaid above, as to 

our Church tying up, ahd obliging al her Members by her Arti- 
ctes without leaving any of thoſe things to a Private Spirit : and 
then lock ar what your diate Pra tarh here venracy I 
not make you eat np theſe Cho#rick Nonſenfical Words, and re 
cant this S:a»d#! upon an Apoffolical Catholick Church, I muſt then 
tell you that youu left common Honefty, and the Church of England 


at the (ame time. 
But 
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' But yew go in your virulent ſtrain, and tell the World 
- that it #s not likely , thoſe who wpon their own bare Authority, and 
private Sentiments rejelÞ what Authors they pleaſe -— ſhould with 
wHch kindneſs liſſen to the Ancient Liturgies of Saint Peter, Saint 
James the Elder, Saint James the Younger, and Saint Matthew, 
or value the Teſtimonies of Saint Dionyſus Saint Paul's Scholar, 
Saint Martialis [ you ſhould have added, Saint Dios his 
companion into France, ] Clemens Romanus, Jenatins, Anareas, 
Sec. they muſt ſuffer too, The Servant ts not better than his Na- 
fter, 8c. who would not guels by this ſtinging farewell, that 
the Learned Men of the Church of England had ſerved our Sa- 
viour as bad as they have done theſe Liturgies, Denniſes, Mar- 
tials, Andreaſes, &c. and that they had denied him as well as 
them, I muſt tell you, Mr. Sclater, that your Book, is one of the 
moſt diſingenuous, that I ever met with, and that this paſſage de- 
ſerves much ſeverer Language than I ſhall beſtow upon # - 
but your Concluſion of it is juſt as true, ( and not one jot 
more) as that of our rejefing .what Authors we pleaſe upon Our 
own bare Authority and private Sentiments : which I ſhall now 
| and go through the Authors, and Litmrgies you put 
OWN. 


For the Litwygies then firſt you tell us you do net know why 
theſe Ancient Liturgies ſhould be rejefted, 8c. to which I can an- 
{wer you as briefly, that I do believe you that you 4» met ; 


but if you would take a little Heretical advice, I could 
dire& you to thoſe who might inform your Ignorance herein ; 
but I believe you are too angry at me before this time to 
take my advice. Againſt the Litmrgies I have theſe things 
co urge firſt, An Univerſal Silence concerning them for ma- 
ny Ages of the Church, that of Saint fames being the firſt 
heard of, and that not till after the Fifth General .Comncil, 
being firſt mentioned in the Council held i» Tr«/lo, which 

was under 7«/tinian Rhinotmetus in the Sixth Century, Euſebi-. 
«4, than whom »o ozz was more accurate and carefull to find 
| out the Writings of thoſe ow Perſons whom he ſpeaks of 
in his Hiſtory, among all the Catalogues he reckons up of the 
articular Apoſtles and Firſt Fathers, does not make the 
eaſt mention of any of theſe Liturgiess All Saint 7erome's 
Care if his time could not furniſh us with «ve Sylable _ 

| uc 
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ſuch Litrrrgies 3 which reaſons together wich hoe taken fron 

the LZitrrgies themſelves have fatisfied all reaſonable Men 
that there were no ſuch genuine things. No Body now (I' 
mean no Learned Man ) believes Saint Peter's Liturgy, the de- 
monſtrative Arguments againſt which are many, ir makes mes 
tion of Saint Cyprian and Cornelizs the Bi/hyp of Rome, it prays 
for the Patriarch, and the very Religious Emperours. I could 
furniſh you wich more intrinſick Arguments againſt i: and 
againſt the reſt which labour under the ſame or worſe Abſurdi- 
ties out of your own ( to omit on ) | 
Authors ; the ! preſent Learned and 7 H- ! Nouvelle Bibliotheque des Auteurs 
dicions Sorboniſh Dau Pin hath gathered &c. des Linurgies Fauſfement Artri- 
enough againſt i: and the ref# to prove ##e er aux Apitres. þ. 21, 22, 23 
them all ſuppoſititious : if you have a 4 4 £45 1986. 
mind to ſhew any parts in this ſort of 
Learning, I do not gr, but the worthy Doftor, or ſome 
one here in England for him, will give all due fatisfaQtion in 
the point, but alas, Sir, you ſeem to me; who judge of you 
by your Bock, to be far from able to meddle in ſuch matters. 
One Litzrgy of yours he hath not encountred, that of Saint 

#mes the Elder, not becauſe he had nothing to object againſt z7, 

ut becauſe there was no /ach Liturgy to be objected againſt” -- 
but you-may paſs for a Diſcoverer, and a bringer to light of 
Ancient Authors, and though you be denied a place with Bala- 
zi and ſuch, yet no Body can deny you ore with. honeſt A»- 
nix Viterbierſss. | 
 Aﬀeer all in defence of your ſelf, ſome Body wiſer than ſome 

' Body having I ſuppoſe put it into your head, that theſe ſame 
Liturgies were not altogether unqueſtionable, you gravely tell 
us in your Preface that it was not your brſineſs to aſſert the Au- Preface: 
thors of them, &c. To which I anſiver, that it is very well 
for you that it was not, fince I am ſure you are a very un- 
fit Man for any ſuch thing {o that now you your ſelf are | 
content that theſe Lirrgy-Authors ſhould ſuffer 4s well as pag. 28. 
their Maſter. You ſay next, that 'ir is enough for your pur- Preface. 
poſe, if they be allowd of that Antiquity, that may give them | 
ſame competent intereſt in Tradition ', to be (hort with you, they - 

are not allowed any Authority , ſince not onely e«rs, but 

your own Authors, Dw Pin for example, have proved then #»- pag. 22. . 

vinciblement, 
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- vincthlomene, ( 25 he-words it ) /appeſititions 2nd Nevel, either of 


| * pag, 28, 


' pag." 29, 


which is enough to ruine them, their baving their 
place in Tradition. | | | 

"Theſe things are ſufficient to ſhew that I need not lay 
ward to your Authorities for ' Tranſubſtantiatios out of theſe 
pages Liturgles- I will onely remark that you begin very 
unluckily with chews, and for your fult, Bleſſed God, by whow 
we are wauchſaſed to change the immaculate Body of Chriſt, aud 
his precious Blouwd, 8&c. I would fain know into whe the 
Prieſts were vouchſafed to change the Immaculate Body of Chriſt, 
and bis Bloud, This is .T —_— with a wengeance, I 
chought your buſineſs had to prove, that the Bread is 
changed into the Bedy, the Wine into the very Bloud of Chrif, 
bur here for a leading Card, the Body and Blowd of Chrift are 
changed into Bread and m#ine, Or ſomething elſe. Well far 
a"Man that keeps to his Text I know no Body like os, 
and for ſupererogating no Body can come near you, I i 
not bur if you had a mind, yzow could very ealily prove, that 
the Tranſubſtantiation is to be from Body to Bread, not from 
Bread into Bed ; but this it is to be a Read Man, when a Man 
can with a wet Finger prove either way ; and I verily believe 
ou Can as eaſily do the exe as the aher, and bring as many Fa- 
thers for the one as for the other - But farewel! Litargies, I n uſt 
now inquire about Saint Diawfau, againſt whom you (ay we 
have ſuch pirsfull Objeftions. | 

Had you offered any reaſon for your -_ them piciful 
Objeions, it would have looked ſomething like a Scholar, 
but be that catchech ywe at chat, may have you for nothing : 


'So that (ince you will not let me anſwer zow, I mult {ay 


Writer, | 


what I can for the Ohjedtiow: againſt Saint Donn his being a 
Euſebixs is as much a Witneſs for us here, as againſt the 


- Liturgies, though he ſpeaks of Saint Denns the Areepagite, 
yet he gives not any hint of any ritings of bis, a thing he is 


always ſo carefull abour, when ke ipeaks of any of thoſe 
venerable Ancients, Saint Hierome iS as filent as to any Writings 
of -bis : But that which is more than theſe two Mypoioe Arga- 
ments, the firſt Men that produced theſe ſuppoſititious 3#+:- 


tings of Saint Diom/ime were Hereticks , and the firſt time 
was 
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Juſtinian's Palace betwixt the Catholicks 
and the Severian Hereticks who produ- 
ced them but as dubious or probable at 
molt ( ſicue ſuſpicamini , as the Catho- 
licks told them )) but were reje&ted by 
the Catholick, Biſhops upon the very ſame 


reaſons I have urged againſt them : 


as I urged that Exſebius would have 
known ot chem, had there been any ſuch 
Writings, 10 They urge that St. Athana- 


was in the ſixth Century at a Conference held in the Emperow 


Ilha en m Teftimonia que vos dicitts 
Dionyfii Arcopagirz te, unde pteſt is 
eftend.re vera eſlc, ſicut ſuſpicamini : 
fi enim ejus erat, non potuiſſent lateve 
Beatum Cyrillum quando & Beatus 
Athanaſius, fs pro certo ſeiſſet ejus fu- 
iſſe , ante omnia in Niceno Concilio 
teflimonia protulifſet advirſus Arii- 
Bl gfphemi as Collatio CP. in T, 4. Con- 
cilter. p+ 176, Edit, Coſlact, 


fius 'would have made uſe of them at Vice againſt Ariis ; 


as I urg&d that St. Hierom would have mentioned them, ſo they 
urge that St, Cyril | of Alexandria] would have known of 
them. But beſides theſe ſufficient reaſons, the Books them- 
ſelves are the greateſt Evidence of all, they being writ in a 
Fyle quite _ from the Apoſtolical Times, and treating +- 
of matters after ſuch a different manner ,*and of things un- 

known to thoſe times : if you deſire to ſee theſe things proved 
and inſtanced i, do but look into one of your own Writers 


the Learned Sorboniſt | have mentioned above; and then tell 2* Pin's Y, 


,me, how you could call theſe Arguments pitiful- Ob 


—_ Bibliothe- 
eftions, aue, p. 8g, 


which are perfect Demonſtrations of theſe Writings of St. Di- 50, g1,gc. 


onyſius their being forged, ſo that we mult ſet St. Derys aſide, 
and call in his Companion St. e Martial. 

But before we try him, 1 would fain know. what you men- 
tioned him for, you make n0 »/e of him- or his Epiſtles in your 
Book: this is ſuch a nege Ju of hardineſs of you, that 
I cannot but wonder at je; Mcthinks you had buſineſs enongh 
on your hands to prove the Genuineneſs of your other Authors 
and Litwrgies,and needed not to have brought in him by head 
and ſhoulders hither, whom I will ſoon diſpatch; now he is 


here, and tell you that there was 9 ſuch Mar in choſe Times, n Nouvelic 
and therefore no Epiſtles of his. "* Du Pin hath put the true 8##lothe- 
Martial [ if there ever were really ſuch a Perſon } in the chird ©? _ 
Century, but for the Epiſtles.( which 9 Bellarmine had rejeted?; + .,—" 
as ſpurious long ago ) he ſayes, that no body doubts their being tiali Le- 
ſuppoſitirious, which is a great miſtake in. this Learned Man, movicent 


lince yox, Mr, Sclargr, believe the contrary concerning them. 
K 


ap. Lib. de 


And ſcriptor, E, 


[66] 
And truly I know not how to bring the boreſt Doftor off, un- 
leſs his meaning was,that #0 body that had ary learning or ſenſe 
did, as I verily believe he meant, ſo that you may, if you 
will, tell him, as the late Hieruſalem Synod have in effect the 
famous eMonſieur Claude, that they are not ignorant and wn- 


learned. 
Having diſpatch'd St. 2artial, St. Clemens Romans is next 


- Put up, whoſe genuine famons Epiſtle to the Corinthians we 

do with «ll Antiquity admit and admire; the doubrfull frag- 

1 Hiſt. Ee- ment of the ſecond Epiſtle with ! Euſebius and Antiquity we 
eg nh cannot admit to the ſame honour the other enjoyes, howe- 
3, **ver wel not quarrel about ir, fince I ſee nothing out of ir 
in Controverſy betwixt #s : the Conſtitutions are the things 
in queſtion among us, againſt the genuineneſs of which (tho? 
you like your ſelf offer not a ſyllable of Argument here for 
m Hiſt.gc. them ) 1 have this to ſay, that ® Eſebins rejects them in tx- 
cleſ. 1. 3. preſs terms 4s ſpurious, if they be the ſame work that in his 


c. 38. _rime went under the name of Doftrina Apoſtolorum, as the O- ' 


pinion of ſome is ; but tho? theſe are not the ſame book, yet 

j Hiſt. || Euſebius doth ex Conſequenti condemn them, when he ad- 

Ecct. 1. 3-mits of nothing either as. genuine or probable beſides the-rwo 

6 28 Epiſtles. We have the ſame ſilence in St. Hjerom as to theſe 

Conſtitutions, and therefore an Argument from him againſt 

Photii nzz. them ; but without either of chem, I think it is enough to 

lioth.num, ſay they are infefted with Arianiſm, to omit other Sults, 

M12 as Photius long ſince charged upon them, and therefore car- 
not be the genuine work of Clemens Romanus. 

S. Ignatius his ſeven genuine Epiſtles we receive with all 

readineſs, ſo that he does not ſoffes among us «well as his 

Maſter. But for your next Author Azdrees, I muſt confeſs. 

I am mightily ar a loſs, I can hear no news of ſuch an A4#- 

thor any where, I have examined Exſebixs and St. Hjerom, 

our Excellent Dr. Cave, your Bellarmine, and your learned 


Sorboniſt Du. Pin, and cannot hear one word of ſuch an Anthor.. 


However you quote him, and in your Margin over againft 
P. 30. the Paſlage out of him 1 find Lib. de Paſſione D. by which 1 
ſuppoſe you mean a book of St. Andrews concerning the Paſ- 
fron of owr Lord. I muft now therefore queſtion with you, 


whether there be really ſuch a book, as .you quote? Iam 


ſorry 


» ha; os to. 
$2325, ASCE... .. 
ct. 'W £557 


| [67] 

ſorry I am forc't to tell you hereupon, that you have diſco- 

vered an intolerable and wretched Ignorance, and have expoſed 

it more to the World your own Tel than any enemy could 

have done It for you. I mult tell you that you have moſt fil- 

lily impoſed upon your /e/f, and that I wonder that your new , 

Superiours ( who, I am aſlured, peruſed and examined your 

book ) ſhould ſuffer the cheat upon yox, and licenſe you to 

put i upon the World, The Bock you quote is the Paſſion 

of St. Andrew himſelf, of which I hope 1 need not any Ar- 

ms to prove that himſelf was not the Author. * The * 4þ,45x- 
ook, is ſaid to have been writ by the Presbyters of Achaia pre- rium de vi- 

ſent at his Martyrdom. But that it is a ſpurious book I need #5 5s: a4 

not urge our own Men 2 Dr. Cave, &c. onely, but your own 3? "gy 

Du Pin, who ( upon reaſons able to deſtroy the credit of 3t xair. co 

wholly ) ſays that Þ ar lcaft jt ought to be conſidered as a doubt- lon. 15750 

full writing, which according to St. Hierom, one cannot make uſe » Charto 

z to prove any Article of Faith ;, as you have made Tranſub-* bylo.Ecet. 
antiation to be. I have been the more particular about theſe ; yauvelle 

Liturgies and Authors to let you ſee how impertinent, and how Bibliotbe- 

unjuſt your railing at our Church about theſe Books was, and qu 4es At - 

to expoſe your. groſs ignorance to your new Superjours, that ——rnnmy 

they alſo may ſee ( which perhaps they did not know before Y,, 4s. F 

how unfit a man you were to meddle with this ſort of learn- 

ing, and how wrertchedly you have come off. 


———E— 


CHAP. XIX. 


The Authorities from lenatins, Juſtin Martyr and [renxus for 
Tranſubſtantiation anſwered. | 


[| come now to examine, as they come to hand, your ſeveral 

Authorities for Tranſubſtantiation : the Liturgies as ſpurious 

are already diſpatched. The firſt of your Authorities from 

Ignatius, ( which yon needed not, if you really did, go to 

Theodore for, ſince it is now common in Jgnatins himſelf 

from the Florentine * ) that the Hereticks [| that denyed 
abſt 


ained from the EwchariHt, becauſe 
K 2 they 


Chrift bad a true Body 


| [72] l 
P. yo, they do not confeſs the Enchariſt to be the Fleſh of our Saviour 
Feſus Chriſt, &c. does you no ſervice, becauſe We of the 
Church of England who do not believe any Tranſubftantiation, 
ſay with St. Ignatius, that the Sacrament is the Body and Blood 
of Chrift. However as we ſay that ir is figuratively ſach, fo 
there is nothing here to determine that St. /gnatins meant 0- 
therwiſe than we do, ſince his Argument is as ftrong ( not to 
ſay ſtronger ) in a figurarive ſenſe againſt the Hereticks ; ir 
invincibly proving ( as * Tereulian does upon the very ſame 
Marc. l. 4. account ) that our Saviour had a true Body, ſince none but ſuch 
©. 40% could have a figurative Body, or Figure : a Figure of a Figure 
or Phantome being, perfe(t nonſenſe : ſo that St. Ignatius is 
no help to prove a 7ranſubſtantiation, and your reaſoning upon 
zt ridiculous, ſince if the Hereticks had owned the Euchariſt 
Tith Calvin or Zuinglims to have been the ſign or Figure of 
P. 30. . Chriſts Body, they had quite. ruined their own doctrine, and 
had allowed Chriſt to have had a rrue Body, ſince none but ſuch 
could have a Sign or Figxre : but ſome Men are ſo fond of 
ſaying ſomething, that fo it be but, ſaid, they matter not, whe- 
ther 1: be for, or againſt themſelves, which this your reaſon- 
ing really is. Your next eAnthority from St. Denys, as ſpu- 
rious is to ne purpoſe ; nor your next upon the ſame account. 
from your Andreas, who, methinks as an Apoſtle, ſhould have 
h:d the place of St. Denys, and borh of them before St. Jena- 
zi4 ; but you 1 ſuppoſe either found chem in this order, or 
thought Jgnarixe fitteſt to be put firſt, becauſe he looked a. 
little more to your purpoſe than ejrher of chem : Tho? as to 
the latter of them, your Andreas, had you but ſhewn any 
ingenuity in what you cite from him, he would have proved 
full as little to your purpoſe, but you cunningly ſlip over in 
this ſhort paſſage that which would have told you that the 
Sacriſze here ſpoken of could be no other than a figurative 
and repreſentative Sacrifice, fince it is ſaid to be offered 
altari crucis, upon the Altar of the Croſs , which you wiſely 
tho' not over honeſtly leave out to make your Author ſpeak 
ſomething towards the purpoſe we meet him here for. Your 
Note upon this Paſſage that eruly eaten excludes eating in ſion 
enely or Spirit does as mnch diſcover your.ggnorance of the 
- Senſe of the Genuine Fathers, as your Phraſe ;z fien oxelydoes 
\@\.7 yaur 


L 


P. ZOs 


068] 
your malice, who cannot but know that the Church you. 
have forſaken never ſaid ſo : to ſay that he which eats both 
in Sign and Spirit, does rot eat truely, is to give the lye toa 
whole Tradt of S. (Þ ) Auſtins, where among twenty other(>) Tra. 
Confutations you maz find that ſuch Perſons as Moſes, Aarontus 26 in 
and Phineas , who pleaſed God, viſbilem cibum ſpiritaliter] 
intellexergnt , ſpiritaliter eſurierunt , ſpiritaliter guſtaverunt 
wt ſpiritaliter ſatiarentur ;, did ſpiritually under ſtand.the viſible: 
Food [ the Manna, } did ſpiritually bunger after and tat of it, 
that they might. be ſpiritually filled and ſatisfied : and that the 


true eating the Bread of Life fo as not to dye does belong (©) 0 


(c) Perti- 


the virtue of the Sacrament, andy nor to the viſible Sacrament __— 
and that the rue. receiver is he who eateth inwardly, not out- nappa "oa 


war 
with his teeth. 


, who eateth with the heart, and not he who preſſeth it cramenti, 


non ad viſi- . 
bile Sacra- 


menturm. Nui mandxcat intus non foris, qui manducat in corde, non qui premit dente, Auguſt. 


Tuſtin Martyr you next cite, ſaying, *T is not common Bread P. 31- 
or common Drink we take, how then ? Why as the Word of God, 
Teſua Chriſt our Saviour,was made Fleſh, ſo we are taught that our 
N ouriſhment by Prayer, proceeding from him, being made the Eu« 
chariſt,to be the Fleſh an Blood of the ſame incarnate Feſwa, &Cc. 
This Tranſlation I accuſe not onely of falſhood,and of pervert- 
ing the plain ſenſe of St. Juftin,vut of dirett Nonſenſe : for firff' * 


wher22s St:Juſtin ſayes,We do nt receive 
theſe things [ the conſecrated Bread and 
the conſecrated Wine mingled with Wa- 


ter] A Scommon Bread or common Drink, | 


you make him ſay that ':#5 nor common 
Bread,or common Drink we take: which is 
direCtly contrary to the true ſenſe of bus 
Words, which are ſo far from denying, 


that chey evidently ſuppoſe and prove - 


them to be ſtill Bread and Wine zfter 
Conſecration, or elſe they conld not be 
received in a diffgrent manner from 
that at common Meals. 


bus as by the Word of God, Feſus Chrift our Saviour 
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Again, whereas or Author goes on 


being 117 
carnate, 


[79] 
'rarnate, had both Fleſh and Blood for tr Salvation, you non- 
ſenſically tranſlate hum, as the Word of God, Jeſus Chrift our 
Saviour, was made Fleſh, where you not only lame hw ſenſe 
and obſcure ir, but quite pervert ir, you making the Word of 
God to be our Saviour himſelf, the ſecond Perſon in the Trini- 
ry, whereas Juſtin means by it the Power of the Holy Ghoſt, 
which over-ſhadowed the Fleſſed Virgin. I will give you but 
another touch of your nonſenſe; and that is when you gran- 
flate, ſo we are raught that our nouriſhment by prayer - 
ro be the fleſh, inſtead of, i the fleſh 1 hate jo mean an em- 
ployment as to be thus taken up in ripping up your pitiful 
dealing,or elſe I could expoſe-you further from this very paſ- 
ſage out of F«ſtin ;, but 1 think this enough to ler you and 
your new Superiors ſee what wretched ſtuff we are like to be 
put off with, and how vaſtly unfit yow are to meddle abour 
Jach things, £76 | 
To leave then this miſerable murthering of 7«ſtir, I come 
now to ſee what you would have thence ; ſappoſe you had 
known, which yor aid nor, what the Author meant here. 
You argue our Saviour was made Fleſh, therefore the Euchariſt 
is Fleſh, or Juftin could not ſay they were ſo tanght. I an- 
{wer, That as our Saviouw was not Tranſubſtantiated when 
he took our fleſh upon him, ſo no more need was there that 
the Bread ſhould be tranſubſtantiated to become h# Sacra- 
mental Body and Blood. Nay , St. Juſtin directly R___ 
pl 


the contrary when he makes the Euchariſt to be Bread, tho? 
not received then as common Bread, and 


* Which words you ſuppreſs in proves it too, when he ſays * that by 


your tranſlation. Was you afraid 


thus conſecrated nouriſhment [| the Body 


Eg lene think — and Blood of Chriſt ] owr Bodies, our 


Zents did fubfiſt in the] Euchariſt F#ſÞ and Blood are nouriſhed , which I 
without the Subſtance 2 But let that am ſure your /carned men will grant to 
pak. 


be impious to fay of the natural ve 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, and impoſls 
ble if no ſubſtance but that be there. So that it is evident 
that by the Body and Blood of Chriſt in this paſſage muſt be 
meant Chrsſt his Symbokcal Body and Blood, or the Sign or 
Figare of his Natural Body and Blood, the ſubſtance as well 
as «ccidents of the Elements remaining. 7 
$ 


(71) 

. As to the reaſon you add, that F##:n ſhould have told the 
Emperor (if he meant no more by it ) that by the " and 
Blood of Chriſt, he intended only the Signs of them, ſince it 
was, heknew, objeted to the Chriſtians bis Brethren, that in 
the Myſteries of their Religion they did eat mans firſh : | do re- 
tort ze upon you, and challenge you to ſhew, where they ever 
pleaded guilty, or where they ever made any Apology for, or 
diſtinftion about their eating our Saviours Natural Fleſh and 
Blood, tho they abſtained from the Blood of every thing elſe, 
as any one that is but little converſant in the firſ® Antiquity 
knows they conſtantly pleaded againſt the ſo often objefted . ' 
dapes Thyeſteas ; upon this point b St. Auſtin,as quoted by Gra- Þ N:bi! ra- 
tian, is ſo expreſs both againſt your reaſon and your opinion, #9749119, 


that I cannot omit zr here, he ſayes, Nothing 1s more reaſona- bas emili- 
ble than that as we have received the ſimilitude of his, to wit tudinem 
Chriſts death in Baptiſm, ſo we ſhould alſo receive the likeneſs mortis eque 
of his Fleſh, and drink, the likeneſs of his Pretious Blood ; *" Baptiſmo 
that ſo neither may Truth be wanting in the Sacrament, nor Pa- Comin; 
gans have an occaſion of ridiculing us for drinking the Blood nem quoque 
of one that was ſlain. Which it ſeems Pagans would then carns ems: 
have done ; had the Chriſtians then talked of drinking lite- {pars 
rally Chriſts Natural Blood : and the Jews and Ahomerans | "qr 
do now do, ſince ſome Chriſtians took up an Opinion, and oi ſangui- 
talked of doing it in a /iteral ſenſe, witneſs that ſevere Ob- nu pote- 
ſervation and. Reflexion of Averroes upon them ſufficiently {Howe 
known. i as now 

mT Ke 
cramento, & ridiculum nullum fit Paganis, quod cruorem occiſu hominis a 
epud Grat, de Conſecr, Diſt, 2. Sef. utruwn. p. 1958. Edit, Taur. | 


Your fir# place from St. Irenems is not exactly tranſlated, 
eum panem in quo gratie atte fint, &c. is not barely that 
Bread in the Euchariſt is the Body of Chriſt ;, but that thas 
Bread, which hath been conſecrated is the Body of hus Lord. 
This paſſage is ſo far from being for, that it is dire&ly 
againſt you;. that Bread which hati been conſecrated is demon- 
ftration that he looked upon it, 4s ro the ſubſtance to be 
' Bread ſtill ; here you were forced to ſhew us a little of your 

: | man 


[68] 
Legerdemain, or <lfe I am ſure this Chapter of [renew had 
be:n ſ:cure enough from your quoting it, there being that 

' in the middle of this paſlage ( which you have lily left out) 

which is perfeC& demonſtration againſt Tranſubſtantiation 

> Ovomeds > While SE. Ireners argues for the immortality of our bodies 

_ rur- from their having been nouriſhed by the Body and Blood of © 

ſur dieunt Chriſt : and as much againſt you ts your next paſſge from 

carnem in bj, and as well tranſlated by you, for as that which «i Bread 

comp” from the Earth, perceiving ( very wiſe Bread truly this ſame 

_ — was) thecallof God | or as I would ſay, being conſecrated } 

percipere now 15 not common Bread, but the Eucharift, conſiſting of two 

vitam, que things, one earthly ( 4. e. the accidents ) and the other Spiritual : 

a corpore ſo our bodies recerving the Euchariſt are not now corruprible, ha- 

Norains as ving the bope of the Reſurrettion. What can be more plain 

litur, Iced. 2gainſt Tranſubſtantiation than this place, which ſtill ſuppo- 

L 4 C- 34-ſes it to be Bread, when it ſayes thar after Conſecration it is 

10t Common Bread; had Irenew taught or believed a Tranſub- 

{tantiation here, be muſt have ſaid that after Conſecration 

it is not Bread at at, and not have talked of a rerreſtrial or 

corporeal thing or part In the Euchariſt, as well as a heavenly 

or ſpiritual : but you ſay this earthly part is the accidents. 

would fain know, what part of St, Irenews or the Ancients 

you learned this from, Iam ſnare you ought to be aſhamed of 

talking at this ridiculous rate ; there 1s any Body ſcarce, 

but knows that earthly and material or corporeal are Syn0-y- 

mos, but you however contrary to all Reaſon, and all Philo- 

ſopby, mult be ſerting up material Accidents, and you might 

as well have told us of szcorporeal bodies, and corporeal no- 

things, as of earthly Accidents : but ſuch inconſiſtefit ridicn- 

1ous ſtuff will down it ſeems with a man that believes Trar- 
ſubſtantiation. 

p-31- Your talk about impoſing # new ſignification upon the Bread 
and Wine is nothing to the purpoſe, ſince owr Church makes 
the Elements notonly to ſerifie, but to communicate to us the 
Body and Blood of” Chriſt after a ſpiritual and heavenly man- 
ner, which thing requires an Omnipotent Power for the :- 


ftiruting ir for ſuch. an effect, and enduing it with ſuch a 
virtue Or pawer. 


CHAP. 
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CHAP. XX 


His ſeveral Proofs from Tertulli:n anſwered, and his Falſifica- 
: tion of that Author expoſed. 


EM your next Author you have abuſed worſe than 
St. Juſtin, I muſt profeſs that when 1 firſt took your 
Book into my hand, I did expett you would have had the 
prudence to have let him and Theodorer alone : but it ſeems. 
all the Fathers either are for TranſubKantiation, or you will 
make them 1o. 

It is pleaſant to ſee what ſhufling yon make about your 
fir!t quotation from him, and how afraid you are of his, id 
eft Fioura Corporis mej, that you durſt not tranſlate zt ; and 


next how ſillily or rather falſly you engliſh ziſ# veritarss efſer - 


Corpus, unleſs it had been the truth. There needs nothing elſe 
to impeach your attempt of ignorance, and a depraving Ter- 
tullian than rhe purting hi own words together. . 

+ He made | ſpeaking of our . $4- 


þ. 32s 


viow ] that | Bread ) his Fody, when 
he faid This i my Body; that is 
the Figure ef my Body: Now it could 
rot have been the Figure, unleſs there 
were 4 true Body |[_ of Chriſt ] ſince an 
empty thing as a Phantome really is, can 


have no fignre it ſelf. 1 appeal now 


. 


f Corpus ſuum illum fecit, hoe iff 
Corpus meum dicendo, id eff Figura 
Corporis mei : Figura enim non fu- 
iſſet, niſs veritatis eſſet corpus cete- 
rum vacua res, quod eff Phantaſma 
figuram capere non poſſet. Terr. c. 

cion. /. 4+ c. 49. Edit, Franck. 


to your own ſelf as well as to the world, whether any thing 
can be more direCt againſt Tranſubſtantiation, than this paſſage 
put together, and fairly tranſlated. Nor can you make any 
thing out of his fecit. ſince he does not only ſufficiently 'ex- 
plain himſelf here, but a very little lower, he asks Afarcion 


deriding him, * how our Saviour came t0 calt Bread bis Body, x;,, aun 
and not rather a Pompion ? And then tells him that Bread wa panem Cor- 
the antient Figure of our Saviours Body in that paffage of pus ſuum 


appeVat, &* 


now magis prponem, . quem Marcioncordis locg babuit ? Now intelligens vterens fuiſſe ilam = 


fegwram coyporis Chrifts dicentis per 7eremiam, &c. Idem eodem loco. 


4 


Jeremy 


[74] 

Jeremy ch. 11. 19. according to the Verſion of the Septua- 
gint. ) So that what you would infer from the quotation is 
altogether groundleſs: and your next argument Is worſe that 
there 15 n0 [ch repugnancy between the Body of Chriſt, and the 
Sign and Figure of his Bod , for if it is the Body, it cannot 
be the Figure ; it it be the Figure only,it cannot. be the Body. 
But ſome men can believe as well as ſay any thing. 

You next furniſh us with a plain Declaration from Tertullian, 
that the Pleſh is fed with the Body and Blood of Chriſt, &c. 
You ought to have put down here, whether you quoted this 
place for,or 4; 2in/?, Tranſubltantiation : a man would ſuſpeCt 
you had here turned the Tables, ſince this place is perfed# De- 
monſt ration againſt Tranſub#tantiation, while it makes our bodies 
to be fed with Chriſts Body, to affirm which of his Natural 
Boay is imrious among your own learned men as well as ws - 
but of this diſtintly before we part. 

The bare Tranſlation of the fir/# paſſage you quoted, and 
I tranſlated clearly, from Teriulian is anſwer enough to all 
your lilly borrowed Cri:ici/m about Repreſentation. I come 
now to your laſt place from him, which 1 accuſe of a dirett 
falſification of the Text, as well as of perverting the ſenſe of 
our Author. This you and your new Superiors may think a hea- 
vy charge, and that 1 ought to have examined well, before 
I laid ze upon you - to tell you and the world the rruth, 1 did ; 
for I did not rely onely on my own nores, nor on the Frane- 
ker Edition of Junius of 1597. out of which 1 had chem, and 
which 1 again conſulted on this occaſion, but I examined theſe 
ſeveral Editions, that of Rhenanws at Baſil 1 528. which -was the 
ſecond Edition of Tertullian, whom 4 henanw printed the firſt 
e-,1e there,in 1521.I cannot find by his notes that this his ſecond 
differed at all inzhzplace in controverſie from his firſe Edirion; 
at the eHargin of this Edition over againſt the palſage Nor 
ſeiet Maritws, &c. which you quote, he puts Exchariſtia in 
Capital Letters, and in his Notes gueſſes that dicitur hath been 
miſtook for benedicitxr. I examined alſo another Edition of 
Rhenanu at Baſil 1539. a third of bis at Paris 1545. that of 
Pamelizs with Latinins and eHercer at Cologne 1617. that of. 
de La Barre at Paris 1580. that of de La Cerda at Paris 1624. 
that beſe Edition of Rigaltins at Paris 1634. the Annotations 

DT, | Dzver- 


[75] 

Diver forum upon Tertullian, wherein this paſſage is fo often 
quoted and commented upon, printed at Parzs 1635. that 
of F. George the Capuchin at Paris 1646, ---48,,---50. and 
laſtly that in C. Aforear's Terrull. Ommloguium Alphabet. at 
Paris 1657, So that I ſuppoſe I may after an exaft- and 
troubleſome ſearch of theſe eleven ſeveral Editions, be allow- 
ed to tell you, that you have falſified Terralian by leaving 
Panem out of this ſhort quotation, which every one. of rhe/e 
Editions hath, to which Panem, the sHum doth relate, and ner 
to Chjiſe ; ſothat to confute you, I need but reſtore Ter-- 
tullian to himſelf, whom you make to ſay, Thy Fusband ſhall Nin ſerer” 
not know what thou doſt taſte before all other meat ;, ( which "T7 Cos 
Tranſlation I allow, tho? ſome tranſlate jr interrogatively )7\,. am. 
and if he ſhall know, he doth not believe it to be Him, whom nem cibum 
:t is ſaid tobe; whereas his own words are, and tho? he ſhall geftes ? 
know it tobe BREAD, he doth not belicve it robe THA {4-008 
Bread, which ir is ſaid to be, to wit Enchariſtical or Bleſſed y E M, non 
Bread. illum cre- 

Let any one compare our two Tranſlations with Tertulliar?; dit eſe qui ' 


own words, and then let him freely give ſentence betwixt _ pe 
ws Uxorem. 
I. 2. & $e+ 
Edir. 
Franck... 


CH AP. XXI. 


The Procfs from Clemens Alex. Origen, Hilary, Gregory Naz; 
Balil and Macarius anſwered. 


dh next paſlage out of Clemens Alexandrinu is not a- 
jot to your purpoſe. It were eafie for me: to bring 
places out of 1»: direCtly contrary to Tranſub/t antiation, but 
| have been Torced to be ſo long in expoſing and confuting_ 
your Authorities hitherto, that I muſt omit chem, and ſhorten 
my anſwers as-much as I'can, having already ruined your bef# 
ſtrength. 

The ſeveral paſlages out of Origen carr do you no'more 
ſervice than hoſe already anſwered, and are as well tranſla- 
ted by you, You have diſcovered a grofs ignorance inthe 

L2 tranſla- 


P. 33» 
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tranſlation of the firſt Paſſage from him. What Nonſenſe 

do you make with tranſlating  Specie , firſt in kind then 2 

form ;, when as it is plain enough thet by # Specie is meaut 

clearly in oppoſition to the darkneſs of the legal Types. As 

fo the Chriſtian now eating the Fleſh, and drinking the Blood of 

him, who ſaid his Fleſh was truely Meat, and his Blood Drink, 

#2deed, &c. (Which is the ſtrength of your three firſt Proofs ;) 

had you been converſant in Origens Writings, had you but 

read his Homilies on the Book next before rhz5 out of which you 

uote, I mean on Leviticw,you might have been ſufficiently 

 fore-armed againſt taking theſe Expreſſions in a literal ſenſe; 

while Origen would have told you, that there zs a letter [_ or 

literal Expreſſions ] in the Goſpel, which kills bim, ( look to 

your ſelf Mr. Sclater ) who doth not underſtand ſpiritually the 

Eds in things it ſpeaks, and he inſtances in this very thing: for if 

n5vo Teſta- ( ſaith he )) one rakes in a literal ſenſe the Expreſſions of eating 

mento lite- his Fleſh, and drinking Chriſt's Blood, this letter [_ or literal 

es 9% ſenſe ] mill kill + which 15 the ſenſe of the Grear St. Arhana- 
qui non ſpi- [1% ACLET hi-m, upon thu Paſſage in the ſixth of St. John. 

nee intelligit. Si enim ſecundum literam ſequaris, hoc ipſum*quod diffum eſt, niſt 

manducaueritis Carnem meam, {7 biberitis Sanguinem meum, occidit hec litera. Orig. Hom, 

7. in Levit. Baſll, 1571. 


Your laſt place from him -ont of his eighth Book, againſt 
Celſm, hath not a ſyllable for your Tranſubſtantiation, all it 
ſays is, that the"Bread which had been offered, was become 
or mace by Conſecration ue av 74 x ddGov Th ped” veds 
meow; our xpuptrar, a ſacred Body, that hath the virtue to 
ſanttifie thoſe that do mith Faith rcceive it. Which is what we 
. can and do ſubſcribe to who utterly rejeCt Tranſubftantiation. 
p. 34,235 Your next Authar 1s St. Cyprian, but fince all Scholars are 
Þ i . ſatisfied the Piece you quote is none of hx, and the Learned 
| = men Sorboniſt Du Pin gives this ſhort but very ſharp Character 

otheqgue <<. ED > : 
de Aute- Of it, that it 1s a ridiculous Piece, and full of Impertinences ; 
ars, &, We can neither permit it a place here nor any where elſe : 
P. 472. and as ſhort I muſt be with you about your next Authority 
of the Semi-arian Enſcbins Emiſſenus,lince thoſe Homilies under 


”-37* his name are rejected as ſuppoſaitions. 
| | St 


Þ. 34. 


g 

W 

St. Hilary is your next Author, whoſe words a man would p, 38. 
believe were really thus connected, and in the ſame order 
he finds them ſet down by you, but I doaſſure every one that 
you are not a man to be truſted in rheſe chings., The paſſage 
ought to be divided into three diſtintt parts , with a mark of 
ſeparation betwixt them , and which 1s more , the firſt part 
to be placed laſt, and the middle firſt, and the third in the 
middle. Certainly, Mr. Sclater, you never {aw St. Hilary in 
your life, or you would never have been guilty of ſach 
wretched dealing, if your Skill in the Fathers lyes in playing 
ſuch tricks with them, I do aſſure you l will never quote at- 
ter you. But for the words themſelves in their tre order ; 
tho' they ſeem to take our Saviours words, my fleſh is meat 
indeed in a ſtrift ſenſe (againſt the Dorine of the.much Az- 
tienter Writers, Tertullian, Origen and Arhanaſins (above quo- 
ted) who expreſly reject the /iteral ſenſe as dangerous and 
ridiculous, and therefore ſo may we) yet do-not prove any 
Tranſubſtantiation ;, ſince our Saviour may be received in 
St. Hilary*s ſenſe cibo Dominico, 1» the Euchariſt (not as you 
very homely tranſlate it, iz our Lord's meat) with the Sacra- 
mental Bread, by an Union with it , which ® your own qu9- 
ration out of your St. Fames's Liturgy would teach , with- , The lni. 
out any Annihulation of the ſubſtance of the Bread, ' which on of the 
I believe St. Hilary never ſo much as dreamed of, and there- Moſt Holy 


fore could be no Patron of your Novel Dottrine of Tran- **%> and. 
JE precious 
ſubſtantiation. os 07 


; : Our Lord- 
Jeſus Chriſt, are the words of the Prieſt , when he breaks the Bread, Pag, 23. 


Gregory Nazianzen's firſt paſlage ſays no more than our p. 38. 
> w_ which calls.the Sacred Elements the Body and Blood of : 
Chat, and direQts > her Communicants to pray that they may b In the 
worthily eat the Fleſh and drink the Blood of Chriſt. As to your 77a in 


Obſervation, that St. Gregory's advice had been needleſs, if _ —_— _ 


we did onely eat the fleſh of Chriſt in ſign and figure : had you vice, (We 
been skilfull, ( as I ſuppoſe you are willing enough to be donor prc- 
thought) in his Writings, you might have found , as ridicy- fume, &c. 
lows as you thjnk it , St. Gregory himſelf calling the Bleſſed 


Bread and IWine, the Antirypes or figures of the Body and =_— 
| > © 
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of Chriſt, in that very Oration you your ſelf next quote, and 

within a dozen lines of that very place you produce thence ; 

where he tells us that his Siſter Gorgonia, in a great ſickneſs 

mingled her tears with the Antitypes or 

Er fi quid uſjiam Antiryporum Symbols of - our Saviour?s precious Body 
pretioſ: corporis aut ſanguints manus and Blood, with as many of them as foe 


recondiderat, id lattymis admiſcu- | : 
iſſet, 6 rem admirandam , ſtatim li- had treaſured up. 1 hope you do not 


beratam ſe morbo ſentit, Greg, Naz, Þelieve that ſhe had as many Bodjes of 
Orat. 11. in Laudem Gorgoniz,p.187. Chrift, as ſhe had in her hands parts 
Edit, Paris, 1630. of theſe Antitypes , which I do aſſure 
| you do mean nothing more than Signs 

or Fioures. This paſſage hath not onely confuted your fir, 

bat provided fully againſt the ſecond ont of him , about his 
p. 38. Siſter Gorgonia her proftrating her ſelf before the Altar with 

Faith, and praying to him with great clamour (as you neatly 
Deſperatis tranſlate it) who w wor(bipped upon the Alrar, Upon this you 
emnibus a-tell us gravely, that ſhe prayed not to Bread and Wine, and 1 
lits auxilt- te]l you, that ſbe prayed no more unto the HoF, ſince neither 


” __ ages oxr Bread and Wine, nor your Hof were then upon the Altar, 


num medi. fOr it WAS at Midnight, that Gorgenia went privately in- 
cum confu- tO the Church , when there was #0 Pric#t , nor Service , 


git, arg in- nor Exchari#t or Ho#t to be worſhipped, but ſhe aloze, as far 
—_— as we can gather from St. Gregory, proſtrated before the Altar, 
now-eP" at Or upon which God is worſhipped. But ſome Men if they 
morbus non- Zet 2 little thing by the end, that looks as if i: might do them 
nibil remi- a Service, quickly lay hold of zr ; and never conſider the 
fijet,ad4 Al- cgnnexion it hath in the Diſcourſe from whence it is ta- 
ic ken ; if you had but read this Orarjom you ſo readily quote, 
dem Ora- and had but confidered ze, it might have ſaved you the making 
tione, p. two filly remarks. ni 
186 You quote next St. Baſil's Book, De Baptiſmo, c. 2. whereas 
P.39. the St. Baſil that I, uſe Printed at Paris hath rwo Bveks 
de Bapriſmo; 1n thef ſecond of which under the third Que- 
#101 I find what you quote, but cannot find that it # any thing 
to your purpoſe : we ſay with hiz that every one onght to pre- 
pare for the worthy receiving this holy Sacrament, and that the 
worthy Receiver is made Partaker of the Body and Blood of 
Chriit, In his Antiphone the Bread and Wine are called the 
Types or Figures of the Body and Blood of Chriſe. | 


As 
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As far from helping to prove Tranſubſtantiation are the two p. 39. 
frſt paſlages from Macarims; that he underſtood the cating 
the Fleſh and drinking the Blood of Chriſt in the Catholic, 
that is, in the /pirirnual ſenſe, is palt queſtion evident from 
his 27. Hemily, | where among other things that the Saints | Ke? 5r4 
before our Saviour”s time were ignorant of , he reckons this, zy Ty Ex- 
that in the Church ſhould be offered Bread and Wine » Antitypes xauoig 
or Symbols of the Body and Blood of Feſus Chriſt ; and that Tevopipe- 
thoſe which eat of this Y3/ible Bread, = ſpiritually ear ray ores 
the Fleſh of the Lord. This paſſage is {0 convittive of zr ſelf, =, 
that it needs not help to inforce it againſt all /reral eating of 75; oupkZs 
Cbriſts Body and Blood, and againſt Tranſubſtantiation. I 4vrs 45% 
need ſay nothing to your laſt Teſtimony from him, nor ſhall, £#4/&-" 
onely that your gr ongen of this ſhort paſlage is very ſilly, + a Py 


and very falſe roo, Do you or your new Superionrs look at ith,,';, = 
again, and then deny zr, if you can. pacreuioe 


, > a ; ap]e,mvev- 
wed]inas Thy owexa, Ts Kvpis ivy. Macar,  Hwnil, 27, pag. 164. Edit 
Paris. 1621. 


CHAP. XXII. 


Arguments for Tranſubſtantiation from Gregory Nyſſen and 
Cyril of Hieruſalem anſwered, and a ridiculous 
Miſtake of Mr. Sclater's obſerved. 


G7 Nyſſen's Teſtimonies are the next you do produce p. 40. 

to prove a Tranſubſtantiation, and: do indeed promiſe 

more in order to it, than any you have hitherto produced, 

while they ſay that the ſanitified Bread 5s changed into the Body 

of the Word of God. However that Gregory Nyſſen meant no 

change of the ſubſtance of the Bread and Wine, or that they 

were annihilated, and the Body and Blood of Chriſt ſubſtituted 

into cheir place, but meerly a ghange in their Uſe, Office and 

Virtue, is paſt all queſtion evidexr, ſince in another place he 

illuſtrates this change of the Elements of Bread and Wine by, 

and compares it :0, that of the Alrar, which I hope you do 
not 


[ 80 ] 
Nan Gs Al- not believe, or any of your Party dare ſay, that upon rs be- 
oye _—_— ing dedicated to the Service of God, z: undergoes any change 
pr np * of ſubſtance, but meerly a change of «ſe, it being now ſepa- 
pis eft na- rated to G ods Service, Which b« fore was of common uſe, and 
tua com- for the moſt common Services He compares it to the 
munis-- change in a Prieſt , which is not of the Subſtance of his 
CER Body when he is ordained , but of his Soul onely by an 
conſucra- inviſible Grace, which qualifies him for the particular office 
tum--Al- of a Prieſt. He compares it to the change of Water in Bap- 
tare 3Mmd-tiſm, which all the world will grant is not in the ſubſtance, 
- 2 but in the virewe onely, through the benediction of the 
ztem, pants arvine Grace. : 
eft initso 
communis : ſed ubi eum Mſterium ſacrificaverit, Corpus Chriſti fit & dicitur,----Eadem 
item Verbs vis etiam Sacerdotem auguſtum (5 honorandum facit, novitate Benediftions 4 
communitate Vulgi ſigregatum.— cum nibil vel corpore vel formd mutatus — ble ſit, qui erat, 
nviſibili quadam vi, ac gratid , inuviſibilem animam in milins transformatam gerens,— 
Ac fimils rationum conſequertid, etiam aqua, cum nibil alind ſit quam aqua, ſuperna Gratia 
brnedicente ei, in eam, que mente percipitur, hominem renovat regeneratton:m. Greg, Nyſl, 
in Baptiſmum Chriſti Oratio, p. 802, 803. Edit, Paris. 1615, 


I could bring his Compariſon of the change of the Bread 
and Wine'in the Euchari#t to that of Chriſm, but theſe I have 
brought, I think, are more than enough to prove that or 
Gregory Nyfſen meant no other change of the Elements than a 
change of V/e, of Office, and of YVirrxe ;, and that if your peo- 
ple are reſolved that he. ſhall mean a change of SubFarce, we 
ſhall have TranſubFantiations enough, then the Water in Bap- 
ti/m 1s no Water, though it ſeem ſuch to all Senſes, but is 
tranſubARantiated into a divine Grace; and you and I when we 

_ were oraained were really tranſubſtantiated into the mcer Of- 
fice of a PrieFF, and for all our cating and drinking are as 
meer Accidents as thoſe in the Euchariſt : one thing I am.pn'z- 
led at, and that is what the Stones of the Altar are tranſub- 
ſtanced inro. 

Theſe, Str, as ridiculons as they be, muſt be necefſary 
Conſequences off your making our Author teach Tranſubſtan- 
rration in the Euchari#, and all the Arrs of your whole Party 
cannor avoid them ; ſo that I ſuppoſe we have reaſon to de- 
BY you Gregory Nyſſen his being a Teacher, or Favourer of 

| your 


[$1] , 
your Upſtart Dofrine 1 ſhould before parting examine your 
tranſlating Gregory Nyfſ. but I am too much 1n haſt to ſtay 
upon ſuch wretched blundering, onely one obſervation, I 
muſt advertiſe the young Criticks of, and that is, thatQave- 

7198 which-in all other authors, ſignifies pat co death, in Greg. 
Nyſſ. according to the ſage Mr. Sclater ſignifies made 1m- 
mortal. | | 
Cyril of Jernſalems Teſtimonies do promiſe at firſt view, p. 49441: 
as much or more than the /aſ# from Gregory Nyſſen, ' to prove 
all you intend them for, to wit, a Tranſubtantiation, when 
they not onely ſay with Gregory Nyſſen , that the Bread and 
Wine after Conſecration are maae the Body and Blood of Chriſt; 
but which is further, char che Bread which is ſeen by us 5s not 
Bread, although the traſt perceive it to be Bread, but the Body of 
Chriſt, To which I ag{wer firſt, that St. Cyri4 is far from 
teaching Tranſubſtantiation in rcheſe places ; ſince what he 
ſayes fir/# is not denyed by our Church, that the Bread and 
Wine are -made by Conſecration the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, and are no longer common Bread, and common Wine, 
which very expreſſions ſufficiently prove, hem to be as to 
their Subſtance Bread and Wine ſtill, tho* now hereby diſtin- 
euiſhed from common Bread and Wine. And therefore upon 
this very grouud Cyril adviſes his Ca- | 
rechumens to conſider the Elements con= , My wejorxe Ty &s S1aals To 
ſecrated , not as bare Bread and Wine 97% % Tv ry 0G we mow 
( which certainly proves them to be ſo — . So 5 2 and; uf 
' a3 to their ſubſtance ) tho' their Senſes Gra treble, 2x82 3 ler on be 
ſuggeſted to them, that they were nothing Batre. Cyr. Myſt. Catech, 4. p. 237 
elſe than bare Elements, but, as our Lord Edit. Pariſ, 1640. 
ſaid they were, his Body and his Blood. 
So that we hence give a good account of that other expreſ- 
ſion that ſeems the more favourable to TrarſubFantiarion, a- 
bout the viſible Bread being not Bread, but the Body of Chriſt : 
which we are as ready now as Cyril was then, to ſay is not 
Bread, bare Bread after conſecration, but the Body of Chriſt, 
inaſmuch as ir is now honoured with the Title of the Body of 
Chriſt, fince it is made by Conſecration the Inſtrument to 
make us Partakers of the Body of Chriſt, as St. Panl ſayes 
1 Cor. 10, 16. and after him Cyril himſelf in this Catechi/m 
_ adyiſes 


[82] 


--&5z us* adviſes his Catechumens to receive with all aſſurance [ the con- 
Te wd0v%s (ccrared Elements 7] as the Body and Blood of Chriſt, upon this 
TAne&#P% very reaſon becauſe under the Type or Figure of Bread is given 
af, Os g- [ to yhe worthy Receiver ] the Body of Chrift and under that of 
wd)O- x; [tO ge worthy 4 

eu) Wine, is given his Blood. 


; A ; ' as » , v , 
> XeesT © iy Thnw 38 aple, Iido]ai ove T3 gap, x, &v TUTH ove, SiKk]ai on 


Td £14, Kc. [em eodem loco, 


This Paſſage you, (or rather Grodecimw, for you do but tran- 
ſlate him) have endeavoured to make ſpeak for you ; which is 
an eaſy thing to-make any Authors do,it you ſhould ſerve chem, 
as you have done him ; for 1. you make him ſay, Ler us rake 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt, whereas he hath, &, here, and 
ſaith, let us take, to wit the conſecrated Elements, AS the Bo- 
dy and Blood of Chriſt ( which 1s a trick you played St. 7«ſtin 
Martyr as well as Cyril : ) and then yon from Grodecizs tran- 
flate 7#7G- by ſpecies, a word unknown to the Primirive Chrj- 
ſeians in the ſenſe you Franſubſrantiatours uſe it in, witneſs 

b Non vale- Þ your 6777 Quotations out of St. Ambroſe, when as any one 
dit Chriſti that knows but a little Greek, could tell you ze means a Figure. 


fermo w But to reſcue Cyril clearly out of your hands ; had you but 


— turned one leaf backwerd, you might have read rhar, which 


mentorum Would, if you had any ingenuity in you, have hindred your 
48. ez' ringing Cyril on the ſtage for a fvourer or reacher of Tran- 
Ambroſio. ſabſtantiation : chere in his Myſtigogical Catechiſm about 
Chriſm, having ſpoken of the uſe and vaſt benefit of 3r, he 

thus addreſs his Auditors, but take heed 

AW? > Snaden bafies of 1987 thou do not think that [ Chriſm | to 
| Wyegv +1. "bg Int SToee x) 6 d4g]Or be bare Oyt-- for a the Enchariftical 
This Eu aezcvas, ps] Thy enixayoay Bread after the Invocation [| and illapſe] 
5% dols_Thrivud) Or, 5 71 «IO of the Holy Spirit, is no longer ordinary 
- 96-5 - mg s oy be Þ pol 2: Bread, bur the Body of Chriſt : even ſo 
os dy Bros T15 xowey wer" imixanny, 12 holy Ol 15 no longer bare or, as one 
EM x2£157 xdprouns Cyr.Cattchiſm. may ſay, common Oyl after the Invoca- 
Myſtag. 3- p. 235+ Edit. Parls. 1640. riow of the Hily Spirit , bur Chariſma 
: ' Chriſti the Gift or Grace of Chriſt : and. 

Kai 73 was ? little after he fayes,rbe Body fs anointed with the Oyl that is ſeen 
parvauirg OY 4, but the Soul is ſanitified by the Holy and Quickening Spirit. 
gw 79 6Gpa Xelelei,7a Sed x forrug maps); n vx dudCilear. Idem == 
, cre 


hs PF 
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Here we meet with 4s high and as ftrange Expreſſions about 
the Chrj/m, as in the next Cathechiſm about the Euchariſtical 
Bread and Wine : as there the Bread upon Conſecration is ſaid 
to be no longer common Bread ; jult ſo it is ſaid here about 
the Chriſm that it is not common Oyl after Conſecration ;, as he 
talks there of a gaiiue & ap]&r,. which you would have us to 
believe is no more than rhe bare appearance of Bread, ſo here 


of a pavbueroy wegr, which upon the ſame reaſon muſt be onely 


the appearance of Ovyl without any Subſtance. In a word, if 
St. Cyril proves a Tranſubſtantiarion of the Bread and Wine 
there, he as Certainly proves a Tranſubſtantiation of the Chriſn- 
Oyl here: if you ſay as all confeſs that he doth not prove this 


; of the Oyl, I mult ſay uponequal grounds that he doth no more 


prove the other of the Bread and Wine ; {> that St. Cyril is 
not for your purpole of proving Tranſubſtantiation. 
But before l paſs to your next eAuthor, I have a queſtion 


to ask you, and that is, why you put down the Text it ſelf of 


Cyril here ? whereas your Enzliſh, if it be your own, is word 
for. word tranſlated irom Grodecixs his Latin Tranſlation of 
St. Cyrilx: 1 appeal to your own Conſcience, whether what I ſav 
is not true ; but ſince yox may be too peeviſhtotell me, I will 
give an #mſtance Or two, beſides thoſe already obſerved, where 
you have both equally added to the Text of St. Cyril, or, groſ- 
ly miſtaken i. St. Cyril ſayes T8 USog mort vis bivoy weTabifau- 
xey ty Ravd Ths Tarndicy, cixei veupuart [ which mo laſt words* Ajuen 4- 
you have altered into oixcey 4iuert, ] this place you verbatim 1-0. 
from © Gredecius tranſlate thus, he ſomerimes changed Water yinun,quod 
into Wine, which #s neer to blood in Cana of Galilee, by hu onely eſt ſanguins 
Wit; whereasaccording to Grodecius his Greek, there is not ?! - 9" 
a Syllable of ſuch an Expreſſion, as, which is neer ro bload, and line ſole 
according to yours, not a Syllable for, by his onely Will ; and votuntare: 
yet yox two could nick it ſo exactly. Grodee. 

But char which is the pleaſanteſt of all is, that you not E#*- Inter. 
onely tranſcribe a Blunder of hs, but make it ren crimes worſe: yn. 
Cyril in this Paſlage] ſpeaks of the Children of the Bride-cham- 5 wugd-, 
ber, Grodecius hath made them the Children of the Bridegroom, vos. Cyril. 
and you have made them the Children of the Bride, when you ** ky 
call them che Sons of his Spouſe; by which you mean our og whey 
Grodecil Interpr. Latina, To _ of his Spouſe, Sclaters Engl. ___ 

2 As 


A 
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Savioxr's Spouſe which I am ſure is his Bride the Church, This 
1s tranſlating with a witneſs, and this it is to make a Man's 
ſelf a ſlave to another Man's Tranſlation, which is guilty of 
ſach Blunders and Errours;and yer by putting your £Haregin 
full of Greek,to make the World believe you had been at the 
Fountain-head your ſelf. 1 muſt confeſs it is the firſt time 
| ever heard of a He-Bride, or could have ſuſpefted that a 
Man that hath ſo much Greek and Hebrew in his head would 
have tranſlated hic Sponſus, our Saviour his Spouſe. 

I haue been ſo large upon theſe :wo Fathers, St. Gregory 
Nyſſen and St. Cyril, not onely becauſe they are always reck- 
oned the chiefeft Authors fer Tranſubſtantiation, but becauſe I 
might thereby very much ſhorten the Anſwers lam to make to 
your following Azthorities,which I ſhall conſider if they ſpeak 
any thing zew,if not,refer to ſome of my Anſwers already made. 


— 


CHAP. XXIII. 
Thoſe from Epiphanius,St. Ambroſe and St.Chryſoſtomanſwered. 


Our Teftimony out of Epiphanius proves nothing more 

than your Infirmity in tranſlating, for he that believerh ner 
that he is true, you have ridiculouſiy made it,who believerh it not 
ro be his very true Body. But ſuch dealing is not ſtrange to 
me to find 1g you, this Talent runs almoſt through your whole 
book. You are very copious in the next place from St. Am- 
broſe ; your firſt Teſtimony from him proves nothing againſt 
the Church of England, mor your ſecond, ſincerin our Liturgy 
we uſe in the diſtributing the Conſecrated Bread the ſame 
Expreflions uſed then ( che Body of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ) 
' and our People are taught to ſay Amtn. Nor your third, 
forrth, and thoſe which follow , wherein this Father uſes ſo 
much of Allegory, and therefore is not to be confined to a 
literal Seriſe. Your laſt from him is your beſt one, which how- 


F-44:45>ever proves no more than what we never deny, that the Na- 


ture of the Elements are changed, as to their Virtue and Qua- 
tity: but as to a change of their very ſubitance, we do deny 
it upon reaſons from Scripture and prrer Antiquity; nor _ 

| Ls 


[ 8 ] 


this Father attempt the Proof of any ſuch a Change. He proves 
the contrary, when in your firſt Teſtimony from him he ſpeaks p. 43. - 
of the Elements Continuing What they were | that is as to | 
their Subſtance or Eſſence | and yet be- 
ing changed into another thing, which Quanto magis Operatorics «ft , 
maſt be as to quality and V/e: and had vt fintquz erant & 3n aliud commu- 
you but tranſlated this paſſage like a *©2*%7- Amproſ. de Sacram, l. 4. 
Scholar, and 'continued your quotati* © F : 
on 4 line or two further, you had found 
him proving this change of the Elements 
by, and comparing it with, that of a _ & _ Ri tae 
man by Baptiſm, whom no body be- ftea quam conſecrat us es, nova Bs. 
lieves to be changed thereby as to his tura efſe cxpiſti, Ilem , Ibidem | 
ſutRance, but onely to be renewed in-—f- 439. Ton. 4, Edit. Froven, . 
wardly, and changed from a ſinful tate 
to a itate of virtue and holineſs by the influence of the Spirit 
of God; and therefore St. Ambroſe could not affirm any 
more of the Elements than a change of quality by an acceſlion 
of virtue, and power tO ſanitifie and to communicate tO us 
Cbriſts Body and. Blood, and to apply to us all the Merirs of 
his mersrorz0us paſſion. | 

But after all this Father himſelf puts the thing out of de- Pp. 49. 
bate betwixt #43 when, in your laſt Teſtimony, he calls the 
conſecrated Bread the Sacrament or Sym- 
bol of his Fleſh, and ſays that after con- Veve irgo carnis illius Sacramen” 
ſecration 3t 1s the ſign of bis Body ; for _ eſt —— ante Benedidtionem ver- 
ſo I tranſlate corp ſignificatur, becauſe * — %np--arY 
afterwards ſpeaking of the Wine, he geatur —— poſt conſecrationem lan- 
ſays that after conſecration it z called puis nuncuparur. Ambrol. de iis 44 - 
or bears the name of his Blood. Upon Myſterits initiantur. c. ge 
this place indeed you ſet up for a Cr;- 
tick , and give us a touch of your Greek and Hebrew, which 
[ cannot read without ſmiling at it : all that I will fay to 
you upon 2: is, that it is very hard for choſe that underſtand : 
- not Greek and Hebrew, that they muſt not be allowed to know p. 59,51. 
what ſienifico means ; had rhar word been a branch from either 
of thoſe rongues your Criticiſm would have looked ſomewhat 
like, whereas now #t is but a more formal piece of trifling. 


Ipſe dixit & fattum oft : ipfe 


_ Oprarus- 
@ 
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Oprtatus his Teſtimony is nothing to the-Purpoſe, and that 
from Gaudentixs is ſo far from being for your Tranſubſtent;- 
ation, that it is direCtly againſt you, as had 1 time or room 
here, I could eaſily ſhew. 

P. $1. St. Hierom”s places pi ove the very ſame, that is againſt you, 
Nos autem 25 firf that which ſays it was Bread our Saviour gave to his 
——Y; Diſciples, and that chat Bread was his Body, which fort of ex- 
quem fre- Preſſions your own learned men allow to prove a figurative 
gir _ Body onely,fince Bread can n0 otherwiſe be the Body ot Chriſt, 

, dedit- 
_ Diſcipulis ſuis, eſſe Corpus Domini Salvatoris, ipſo dicente ad eos. atcipite, come- 
dite, Hoc «ft Corpus meum. St. Hicron. Hedibiz. Tom. 3. þ. 144+ Edit. Froven, 


| wonder what you brought the Teft:momes for, about the 

Clergy's always praying ; if you did it for a touch at our mar- 

ried Clergy, remember that it touches your ſelf ; and tho? it 

p. 53. does not me, yet this I will aſſure you that St. Hierom's Ar- 

gument is very faulty and proves nothing at all becauſe it 

proves rv0 much, ſince if the Cl/crgy muſt abſtain from Matri- 

mony, b*cauſe they muſt always pray z upon the very ſame 

reaſon all the Chriſtian Laity will be obligedalſo to abſtain 

1 Theſl: . from it, they being moſt expreſly commanded to pray with- 
I9- out ceaſing. | 

P.54,55, - From St. Chryſoſtom you have brought us a great many paſ- 

36, Cc. ſages. How much that Learzed Father delighted in Rheto- 

rival Flights hath been already obſerved above, when I exa- 

mined juſt ſuch quotations as theſe about St. Peters Supremacy ; 

and that his Humilies are not to be ſlritly taken, nor can be 

in a literal ſenſe, hath been abundantly proved above ; How- 

ever here you are for having the paſſages you Cite him for 

about a 7ranſubſiantiation taken in a literal ſenſe : which no 

man of learning would have faid, ſince it is impoſſible they 

Ip ſhould : 1 will inſtance bar in oe of 

Tlegor vvy Atyvou, 4Genoyun avrs them, How many now ſay, I would ſec his 

Thy wopEny idey, TO TUTO » Fax Form, his Fioure, his Garments and bis 

cor a? Soy he rg "gh ris 3, Shoes,behold thou ſeeſt him, thou toucheſt 


dic. D. Chryſ. in Marth. Tom. 2. Þi-7, thou eatelt Lim, I appeal to that 


P. 514. Edit, Savil. perſon of meaneſt judgment in your 
| | whole Church, whoever he be; to your 
own ſecond thoughts, whether any one can or docs, firictly 


ſpeak- 
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ſpeaking, See, Touch or Eat our Saviour : therefore if you 

will have a /iteral ſenſe of theſe and ſuch bis hyperbolical ex- 
preſſions, you are eaſily anſwered that rheſe paſſages you quote 

from St. Chryſoſtom prove nothing at all, becauſe rbey prove 

roo much ; becauſe they aflert that which all learned men nay 

all men except you, grant to be impoſſible. But beſides all 

this, you your ſelf afford us a little paſſage, which evident- yg, "00 
ly deſtroys your attempt of making St. Chry/offom a Tran- ,g, 72 ag- 
ſubRantiation man, which you endeavour by your Engliſh to ue indiro 
obſcure, ( as you have ſerved many a larger place in your Wore: 
Book.) and therefore I will clear the place thus, for as that | -inſucn 
Body is united to Chriſt, ſo we alſo are; united to him by this bulls au 
Bread, which ſufficiently proves the Subſtance of the Bread wn) Ht 5% 
to remain in the Excharzi#t. St, Chryſoſtor?s opinion as to this 7v7s trs- 
point in controverſie betwixt # is ſo apparent from the late ha- A 
recovered Epiſtle of his to Ceſarins, as nothing can be more, I ; rag 


ſhall reſerve zr to a further particular occaſion. Corinth. 
Tom. 3. f- 
379» 


CH A P. XXIV. 


His further Arguments for it out of St. Auſtin, Cyril of Alex- 
| andria, Theodoret,' Fc. Anſwered. 
Muſt in the next place follow you to St. Auſtin, and ſee f.59,60, 
what you would have from him, who is ſo extraordinary &c. 
plain and ſo point blank againſt Tranſubſtantiation. I will 
not onely ſay, that the Places you have from him, as ſpoken 
allegorically cannot do your buſineſs, tho' you help them ( as 
you did St. Hierom, when you tranſlated Vinym , Blood ; 
St. Chry/oftom when you tranſlated 2g)O- the Enchariſt ) by 
tranſlating -Sacramentum a Sacrifice : but will give you a place 
Or-rwo tO convince you that St. Auſtin was not for Tranſub- 
fFantiation. 


In his Book againſt Adamantw,, he ſays plainly, For our Not enim 
Lord made no Scruple to: ſay, this is my Body, when he gave the —_ 
Sign of his Body. 7 | Ss, Ave 


eft Corpus meum, cum Signum daret Corporis ſui. Aug, contr, . Adamant, c. 12. Et. Baſil. 


In 
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(1) Si enim In his Epiſtle to Boviface he ſayes, (!) w'F if the Sacraments 
Sicramen. 4d no reſemblance with thoſe things whereof they are the Sacra- 
ta quandam ments, they would not be Sacraments at all: from their reſem- 
ſimilitudi- blance it is that they commonly bear the names of the things them- 
nem ea- ſelves : for as the Sacrament of the Body of Chriſt is after a 
Rs certain manner the Body of Chriſt, ſo the Sacrament of Faith is 
cramena Faith. IT might eaſily ſhew you, how he diſtinguiſhes be- 
ſunt non ha- tween Sacramentum and Res Sacramenti, that Fudas onely re- 
berent, om» ceived Panem Domini, whereas the ref of the Aroſtles re- 
nm #04 ceived Panem Dominum; but I mult haſten to your next Te- 
eſſent, Ex ftimonies trom St. Cyril of Alexandria, the firſt of which hath 
bac autem been already more than once anſwered ; (your ſecor:d is direCt- 
"ore 1g ly againſt your ſelf, the Jews fault being that they underſtood 
0G our Saviour 1n a literal ſenſe, and not in the Spiritual -in 
rum rerum Which he meant :t 3 and Nicodemw his fault was of the ſame 
nomina ac- 1ature about Regeneration, 10 that you certainly took this 
ciprat. St- 1Jace on truſt without conſidering zr ; and your Feer at the 
— end of it is both groundleſs and ridiculous; hit;us doQtius, 
quendam ht; Preſto, be gone, do far better become your People who 
modum Sa- teach that upon pronouncing hoc eft corps meum the Bread 
Ent ts gone,and the Boay of Chriſ? is 1n its room in a rice: but to 
Chriſt cor. Paſs ſuch childiſh ſtuff, your laf Teſtimony fromrhis St. Cyril 
pus Chrii; does not. deſerve any conſideration, it proving nothing for 


eſt, Sacra- your purpoſe. 
mentum ; 


S anguinisChrifti Sanguis Chriſti eſtita Sacramentum Fidei Fides eſt, Aug.Ep.23.4d Boniface, 
P. 62,63. P.63. | : . . 
+Theodoret, 1] am now arrived at + him , whom of all men I little 
P. 63- thought you would have cited in, and of all places you would 
* "OoTee not have medled with that you do ; but to give you your 
+ 24" ag due, you are a hardy man, and reſolved to go through with 
owe: Theodoret 21fo, tho' you looſe ſome Skin by it, and get never 
ix} var ſo many blows and hard words. Well then you bring us h:s 
Too x, ſecond Dialogue againſt rhe Eutychians ,.where after the Que- 
—_ ſtions asked and anſwered about the Sacremental Bread and 


we 6 Wine, their being the ſymbols of the true Body and Blood 


. 8107 769 


3eea) ons Of Chriſt, which is alſo received ir ſelf in the Euchariſt - the * 

nger Eurychian thinking he had caught the Orthodox Adverſary, 

&r & $ _ * ” 

%,? &ixayay pilaCddlat, x} ET4e8 Hotleu' Tw 73 Seamelmiy Bun wile 7 avant 
hodox,.m 
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argues upon his conceſſion, that 4s the Symbols then of the 
Body and Blgod [here you make a ſtop, and it was time for 
you to do it, wherein you fhew, tho' o honeſty, yet ſome cun- 
2ing; but I muſt continue the objeftion of the Extychian to _ 
make the ſenſe clear and full, as well as to ruine your ſilly 
deſign hence] are one thing before Conſecration , but after it 
are changed, and made another thing ; juſt ſo the Body of our 


' Lord after its ofſumption is changed into the divine Subſtance Or 


Nature. This was the Entych1ans Ar- -— > >> "NM 
gument upon which the f Orthodox .,T regs ne CO _— 
makes a quick reply , and tells him I ee urs" 
that he was caught in his own Nets, ſince yer Þ 6H) © megleegs faias th 7% 
the Myſtical Symbols [ the blefſed Bread iu! x, T8 ads; , u; 32714 bu 
and Wine] do not after [or upon] their % &#12 oa x, regTeeoy vy. Thes 
Confecration depart from their Jay's p—_ _ 2. þ. 85. Edit. Sit- 
Nature, but continue in their former Sub- "OI 
ſtance, Form, and Kind , and are as viſible , and as palpable 
How, as they were before their Conſecration, &c. This place * #7& 77 
of Theodoret is ſo demonſtrative againſt Tranſubſtartiation, 9s 
that you had need, if you muſt be bringing ie in for you, 2%, 
, TH Ty 0u* 
to obſcure the ſenſe by your abrupt & cerera, ard to fallify ,,n6 5 
it too as you have done here by a ridiculons Tranſlation, 4wus]&- 
which quite ſpoils Theodorer's Argument hence againſt the zezouy- 
Eutychians, as | ſhall by and by ſhew in ove of my Corol-&s 741: 
laries ;, in the interim to let you and the world ſee the intole- — i 
rable dilingenuity of your Tranſlating #N--2Zicx)ar appear 19 .,46430 
other than in their own nature , T will but bring a ſhort paſ® de # 
fage out of his firft Dialogne to evince it , where he ſayes, X«ew 7» 
* onr Saviour honoured the Symbols and Sigr's [ the Sacramental _— dl 
Bread and Wine) with the names of his Body and his Blood, 74.m. nr. 
nor by] changing at all their NATURE, but by aading of at.r. p.18. 
GRACE to Nature, g 4 | 
Proclus of Conſtantinople your next Author is direQtly a- aig rut- 
gainſt your ſelf, 1ince zt the Preſence of the Holy Ghoſt ac- Tay Toiyuy 


_ cording,to him, and not of the Natural Body and » Blood of vx #r 


Chriſt, which makes the Bread and mingled Wine, the very Body wade op af 
and Blood of Chriſt. | Tied 1ucf]os 
Te: idYtoy, ous Ty AYTOY Veiga Tlarscl 3 me requever fig 1:puppa 2 @plov x, oivoy 
vdeilt wary leroy, wr cxcivo To ape, t aid Ty owe nar--ampir Te x, &ya- 
TeiZn, Proclic.P.de Traditime D., Liturgre. p. $81. Edit. Romz, 1630, 
N Your 


© | [ 590 ] 
Your Quotation from Eucheris (p. 64.) falls in with 
thoſe from St. Ambroſe, and is anſwered there. That from 
_ Peluſiota, (p. 65.) and that from Pope Leo, which is 
alſe tranſlated, have been anſwered ſufficiently aLove. Your 
Story out of Gregory Turonenſis, (Pp. 66.) were it true, makes 
nothing to your purpoſe ; but you ought to remember that 
we always demand the genuine plain Teſtimonies of Fathers 
in the Contrrover ſie about Tranſubſtantiation,and cannot admit, 
. or rely upon Stories and Abracles,ſuch as this is, and thar from 
(p. 69.) Paulus Diaconw. | 
I am weary of this tedious Examination of further parti- 
cular places of Writers at too great a diſtance to be ſet up, 
were they really what they are far from being, againſt the 
Primitive Fathers as to this Controverſie. I will oncly vindi- 
cate your Pope Gregory the Great,and our Countryman Venerable 
Bede, and then leave off this Method of anſwering. The 
place you quote from Gregory does you no ſervice, lince zt is 
ſo very allegorical and cannot be taken in a /iteral ſenſe 3 but 
4) Toſs qui that which we meet with in his (4) Sacramentary is directly 
WA againſt Tranſubſtantiation , where in Prayer it's ſaid , We 
Communio- which do receive the Communion or Sacrament of the conſecrated 
nem Þujus Bread and Cnp, are made one Body of Chris. 
um n65 wf . (f) Venerable Bede's words are as clear as we could wiſh, 
unun Chri. and as full againſt Tranſubſtantiation as we can ſpeak, when 
ſti Corpus he ſayes, that our Saviour Chriſt ſubſtituted into the place of 
efficemur, the Fleſh and Blood of the Paſchal Lamb , the Sacrament of his 
—_ own Fleſh and Blood under the figure of Bread and Vine, (f) and 
3lizs Saly. in another place, that our Lord gave to his Diſciples at his Laſt 
taris - find the Figure of his ſacred Body and Blood, 


amus effe- | 
um cujus ptr Myſteria PIGNUS accepimus. Greg. I. Sacram, p. 1337, Ed, Par. 15g; 
(e) #t videlicet pro carne Agni vel ſanguinem ſue carnts ſanguiniſy, Sacrin' nt. 11 31 
Panis ac Vini Figuri ſubſtituens, ('c. Beda Comm, in Luc. 22. p. 424. Edit.Cvlon. 612, 
(f) Cana, in qua Figuram ſacroſan#3 corporis, ſanguiniſy; ſut Diſcipulis tradidir, ec, 
{dem in Pal. 3. p. 324+ 


p. 68. 


[91] 
CHAP. XXV. 
Some Corollaries againſt T ranſubſtantiation. 


Aving hitherto ſufficiently anſwered all your pretended 
Proofs for Tranſubſtantiation, and ſhewn in part the 
Senſe and Arguments of the Fathers againſt it, inſtead of wea- 
rying :y ſelf, or rather our Reader with any more of your 
Authors which you very irregularly place, and which you your 
ſelf vill grant to be produced to no purpoſe, if the former ' 
Primitive Fathers were of a contrary Faith about the Excha- 
riſt - 1 ſhall here adjoyn a few Corollaries to vindicate the 
Faith of the Catholick, and Apoſtolical Church of England 
* againſt Tranſubſtantiation, and will make it apparently clear 
that her Doftrine and Faith herein is both Primitive and Ortho- 
dox , and exactly the ſame with that of the Fathers of the 
Catholick Church. 
My firſt Corollary ſhall be, That the Fathers gave ſuch Ti-1 Coroll, 
les ro the Conſecrated Elements of Bread and Wine, as utterly 
exclude a Tranſubſtantiation. 
It was ſufficiently common with them, to call the Elements 
2 the Figure , Þ the Sign, © the Type ,, © the Antirype , © the a Tertull 
Similitude, f and the Symbols of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, an. cot. 
8 and a whole Oecumenical Council of 338 Biſhops at Conſtanti- Haim 
nople, A. D. 754. declare them to be the true (and onely) pA, oi 


- ROO tda. Com- 
Image of our Saviour's Body and Blood, ment. in Þ 


Pſalm. 
b Avgufi.de Dodr. Chriſti C. 7. Origen. Dialog. cont. Marcion. p. 116. Edit. Wets. c Baſil. 
Anaphora. Cy'il. Hiereſol.Col.g. Cat. Myſ. 4 Greg.Nax, Orat. 11a, Macarius. Hime 27+ 
e Avguſt. in Gratiano. * Theodoret, Dialog. 2. & Tom. 6. Concll. Edit. Coſſart. 


Theſe Expreſſions and the like I argue to be utterly incon- 
ſiſtent with the Elenemts , being Tranſubſtantiated into the 
| very Body and Blood of Chriſt, lince it is impoſſible any thing 
| can be the Figure of a thing, and !e thing it ſelf ,, or the thing 
it ſelf, and yet but the figure of it - he that! will affirm-this 
may without an abſurdity ſay that the Sgz of the King at a 
Tavern door is the King himſelf, that the Picture of the Ship 

N2 | "In 
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in St. Pauls Church-yard is as real a true Ship , as any on the 
River, and that the Fmage of the King in the Exchange is re- 
ally King James 24 .in his very Perſon. In ſhort, if any thing 
be the Fzgure , it cannot be the thing ; if it be the thing it 


ſelf, it cannot be the 
Figure of it ſelf, Andt 


_ of zr, ſince nothing can be the 
erefore if Chriſt's Natural Body be 


rcally on the Altar, that which is there cannot be the Fi- 
gure of it ; But if (as the Fathers almoſt unanimouſly ſperk ) 
that which is there be the Figure, the Sign of it , then conſe- 
quently our Saviour's Natural Body it ſelf is not. 


See Tertul- | 


This 1s ſo evident, I think I need not ſay any more upon 


li.o's 4h this Point, I might very eaſily elſe have ſhewn that the Strength 


Book a- 
gaiuſt Mar- * 
cton, ch, 
goth, 


4 

h Er poteſt Sacramentum Adoptio- 
nis, Adoptio nuticupari. Sicut Sacra- 
mentum Corporis Uy Sanguinis ejus, 
grodeſt in Pane 73 Poculo conſecrato, 
Corpus ejus (F Sanguinem dicimus, 
Non quod proprie Corpus ejus ſit Pants 
£r Poculum Sanguis : Sed quod in ſe 
Myſterium Corporis ejus, ſanguiniſqz 
contineant, Hinc (7 ipſe Dominus be- 
nediefum Panem (x Calicem , quem 
Diſcipulis tradidit, Corpus (F Sumgui- 
nem ſuum Vocavit, Facund. Herm. 
pro Defenſ. 3. Capir. Con. Chalced. 
Lib. g. Cc. 5. Þ. 404 405. Edits 
Sirmond, 1629. 


of one of Ter:ullian's Arguments, for our Saviour his having 
a true ſubſtantial Body, againſt Marcion depended wholly on 
the Euchariſt , its being the FIGURE of his Body - but I 


will wave #tr, and conclude this Co 

rolary With that of Facundws , » Biſhop 
of Hermiana in Africa , the Sacra- 
ment of Adoption may be called by the 
ane of Adoption , as we call. the Sa 
crament of the Body and Blood of 
Chriſt, the conſecrated Elements of Bread 
and Wine, ni: Brdy and his Blood, not 
that the Bread is properly his Body, or 
the Cup hu Blood, but becauſe they con» 
tain the Myſtery of his. Body and Blood : 


upon mhich wery account it 1s , that 


when our Lord delivered the conſecrated 


Bread and Cup to his Diſciples, he called 


them his Body and his Blood. One thing I mult not forget 
here, that tho' rheſe Fathers and the Church of England with 
them, look upon the conſecrated Elements as Signs and Figures 
onely, yet they and we believe that by the Inſtitution of Chriſt 
they are the Means of conveying allthe /irrue and Benefits of 
our Saviours crucifyed Body , of communicating the Blood 
and Body of Chriſt unto every worthy Communicant.. This 1 
could not omit to let you ſee the ſillineſs of your fooliſh Cant 
, up and down of meer Signs of what, meer figures, &c. ſuch 


Expreffions were deligned againſt the Church of England, 


or 
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or what do they in your Book, againſt her; if they were, I 
muſt tell yox that they are ſottiſhly ridiculous, and moſt into- 
lerable ſrom a man, who was, I am ſorry I can ſay it, a Mi- 
niſter of the Church of England, and therefore muſt ſo often 
have ſeen her Articles,and ſo often have uſed her Communion- 


Service. 

My Second Corollary is, That ſuch things are attributed 10 9, Copoll, 
the Sacramental Budy and Blwd of Chriſt, by the Primitive Fa- © 
thers, 45 do altogether exclude their bring tranſubſtantiated in= 
ro the Natural Body and Blood of Chriſt. 

I inſtance in that of the Sacramenral Body and Blood of 
Chrift their being ſaid to Nouriſh our Bodies. 

That the conſecrated Elements do nouriſh our Bodies is very 
apparent from 2 St. Juftin Martyr's ſaying that our fleſh anda *Euya- 
blood are nouriſhed by the conſecrated Elements being changed e:54I6ozy 
into our Subſtance : From Þ Irene and © Termllian, that our E221» &; 
Fleſh is fed and nouriſhed with the Body and Blood of Chrilt : ge X 
From 4 Origen, that the Enchariſt as to its Material Part, un-,,,8x3y 
dergoes the common courſe of our common repaſts : From © 1ſi- Tphoeu 
dore of Sevil, that the Subſtance of the Viſible Bread andyuor. Ju- 
Wine 49 nouriſh the outward man, that u our Bodies, as the —=-27 af 
Word of Chriſt, the Living Bread doth nouriſh the Souls of, , wy 
the Faithfull Communicants. " veoCalix 

{IS : ; _ & Pants 
pr: ipiunt cerbum Des, fit Euchariſtia Sanguinis 754 Corporis Chriſti, ex quibus augetur 
oF conſiſtit Carnis noſtr# Subſtantla. S. Tren. c. Her. I. 5. C. 12. 

c Caro Corpore Cy Sanguine Chriſti veſcitur, ut Cy Anima- de Deo ſaginetur. Tert. de 
Reſurre&t. c. 8. 

d -- Tlle Cibas, qui ſanttificatur per Verbum Dei, perq, obſecrationem, juxta id quod ha- 
bet materi ale, in ventrem abit & in ſeceſſum eqicitur, Orig, in 15 Matt, p. 27, 

e Quia ſicut viſibilis Panis && Vini ſubſtantia exteriorem nutrit Cy tnebriat hominem : 
ita Verbum Dei, qui eft Panis Vivus, participatione ſut Fidelium vecreat mentes. Ifidor. 
Hiſpal. apud Rathramni. Lzb. de Corp. & Sang. D.p. 120. Edit. Paris. Boileau. 1686. 


P—_— 


Rathramne or Bertram * uſes this Nouriſhment of our Bo- f Up _ 
own ct 


dies by the Sacramental Body and Blood, for an Argument 
to prove his diſtinguiſhing betwixt the Sacramental and the ,F his 


Natural Body of Chriſt to be juſt and neceſſary: s Our Sax09 Book from 
: 8 127, 
g Illa Euchariftia temporaria eſt, non eterna: corrupribilis ; eritq; minutim Feviſpiti 


inter Dentes manditur , & in ſeceſſum emittitur, Homilia Anglo Sax. apud no8as Whelo- - 


Chi in Beda. L. 5. 6. 22+ Þ. 472. Edit, Cantabrig. 1644- 
| Paſchal. 


N 


/ 
Pi 
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Paſcbal Homily, which uſed to be read in our Churches in the 
Tenth Century follows Rathramn exaCtly in this point, and 
teaches that the Sacramental Body is corrauptible, becauſe ir may 
be broke into ſeveral pieces, grinded by the Teeth, and being 
ſwallowed down into the Stomach, # thence caſt into the 
draught. 

Having collected Paſſages enough, that which FT intend to 
prove from them is, that the Natural Body and Blood of Chriſt 
( into hich you Tranſubſtantiatorsſay the Bread and Wine up- 
on Conſecration are tranſubFantiated ) cannot without the 
greatelt impiety be thus ſaid to Nouriſh our Bodies. There 
is no one that underſtands what Nowriſhment means,how that . 

» macerating by the Teeth, Dige$t1on in the Sromach, Separation 
in the Gurs of the impure and excrementitious ( which paſ- 
ſes into the draught ) from the purer, which paſſing through 
the Latteals, and other chanels falls into the Common Aaſs 
of Blood, are all neceſlary in order to -onps. pang but muſt 
at the ſame time abhor the very thought of ow Saviours Na- 
tural Rody undergoing ſuch tortures and changes in order to 
the Nouriſhment of our Bodies. Either it is Bread or Wine, or 
the Natural Body and Blood of Chri#t that undergoes theſe 
ſeveral ſtages in order to our Nouriſhment : Neither you nor 
ne talk of any third Body for theſe purpoſes. If there be no 
Bread ard Wine upon Conſecration left, which you affirm, 
then it is unavoidable that the Natural Body and Blood of 
Chriſt which are come into the others place muſt afford thes 
N guriſhment to our Bodjes ; but if you dare not affirm this, 
which it were moſt blaſphe-ros to do ; it will of neceſſity 
follow that the ſubſtances of the Bread and Wine do after 
conſecration continue in order to this Nouriſhment, and there- 
fore no Tranſubſtantiation either is or could be believed by 
them, who did attribute this power of nouriſhing to the Sa- 
cramental Body and Blood of Chrift. : 

3. Coroll, My next Corallary is, That the Fathers ſpeak ſuch things of 
the Euchariſt, as are perfettly inconſiſtent with its having after 
Conſecration the bare Accidents, and Species of Bread and 
Wine. ; 

The Proof of this Corollary depends upon the preceding, 
which ſhewed that the General Dottrine of the Fathers -n 
that 
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that our Bodzes are nouriſhed by the Sacramental Body and 
Blood of Chriff, Nowas I made it evident in the aft Corol- 
lary that this Noursſhment was infinitely inconſiſtent with the 
Nature of Chriſt his Natural Body now, and for ever to con- 
tinue, in a glorified ſtate ; ſo it 1s as eafic to ſhew, that /uch 
Nouriſhment is as inconſiſtent with your upſtart ridiculous 
Pefcrine of Accidents : Since the bare Accidents and Species 
cannot nouriſh a Body, and lince it is impoſſible that 7har 
which hath neither SubFance, Hatter, Quantity nor Body 
ſhon1d give or add to anotber both Subſtarce, Matter, Quan- 
tity and Body, every one of which are neceſſary to a corpo- 
ral Nouriſhment : from which we mult conclude that the Fa- 
thers never ſo much as dreamed of ba: c Acc:dents after Con- 
ſecration, ſince They taught and wrote rh.zr which is ntter- 
ly inconſiſtent with ſh things ,, and conſequently with 
Tranſubſtantiation. 

This Corollary I intended chiefly for vonr ſake Mr. Scla- 
ter, and the late Tranſlator's of Bertra, *Moniionr Briley 
the Dear of Sen:, As you had a mind to 1: ofc n;2n us 
that Irene ' his pars terrena of the Euchariſt was the Acci- 


* Printed 
ac P.:* 75, 


1604 


dents, which conſequently myſt nouriſh us, notwithſtanding F 
their having nothing of S#bſtance;, ſo he very gravely up 2. tu. 


and down his Trarſlation, and his Remarks tells us of the Bo- 
dies being nouriſhed by that which falls under the ſenſe, by 
which hc ovely means as he continually explains himſelf, the 
meer fizure and vail, the meer Accidents of Bread and Wine, 
with which the Nataral Boay and Blood of Chrift are wailed. 

| muſt acknowledge that I am aſtoniſhed to ſee 2 man, who 
hath doubtleſs a great deal of Learnino, write d:irelt non- 
ſenſe with ſuch formal Gravity : 1 durlt appeal to his own 
Conſcience, and am perſwaded that he does not believe him- 
ſelf, that Figures, Vails and Accidents, which according to 


S. Ig. Þ. 


118.9. 40. 


P. 152, 


126. S. 19, 
Oc 


all mens notions of them are without any ſubſtance, and are . 


perfet nothings as to Body, can give nouriſhment to, or in- 
creaſe the Subſtances of our 74ier. A man might as well 
write that people may dine at Church on the Minifters voce, 
as that non-entities, meer nothings can nouriſh our Bodies. 
But if yo two be reſolved to believe ſo ſtill, 1 would deſire 


no other Argument to make you both recant, than that you 
| Fro 


\ 
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two ( were the thing poſlible in Nature to ſeparate the A4c- 
 Cidents, Qualities, and Modifications of ' Bodies from the ſub- 
ſtances of the Bogjes themſelves) might be put up, and con- 
ſtrained to live but oxe fortnight upon theſe ſame Accidents - 
and YVails , and try how nouriſhing they are: I am pretty 
certain that it would cure you of believing corporeal Acci- 
dents, and him of ever writing again that Figures do, or can 
nouriſh. 
* Ouis | will conclude this Corollary with a paſſaze out * of 
corciſſer#t, St, Auſtsns Soliloguies, which will abundantly corffirm a/! that 
aut i PY* | pave ſaid in this Corollary, Who can grant, ( ſaith he) or 
fe feert w1- bids i: | kD - | , 
deatur, ut thiu% it poſſible, that that which #xs in [ and depends for zr 5 
id quod in being upon | a Subject, car continite, when the Subjet it ſelf 
Subjefto 715 perilhed ? for it is a Monſtrous thing, and as far as can be 
of; BE from Truth, that that which would have no Being bur for the 
unte Subje- Subject in which it 35, can ſtill have a Being, when its Subject 
#0? Min-[ on which it depended 7] hath none. | 
___ 2 veritate alieniſſunum ef, ut id, quod non eſſet, miſt in ipſo eſſet, etiam cum ip» 
ſum non faerit, poſſit eſſe. D. Auguſt, Soltoliq. l. 2. c. 13. F. $36, Edit, Balil, 156g. 


Before I paſs to my next Corollary, I muſt make a little 
Digreſſion tO expoſtulate with the French Dean about his 
Tranſlation of Rathrann or Bertram, and his Remarks upon 
it : He muſt certainly think ſo much wrong could not be 
put upon ſo wexcrable a Writer, and no body would- ſpeak 
in hs behalf ; it was a ſtrange attempt to make Bertram a 
good Catholic, that is in your ftile, a rrue man for Tranſub- 
(tantiation at lait, when hitherto their Church had damned 
this Wr:itcr to the Pit of Hell, and Mr. Sclater himſelf hath 
very chronologically put him among the followers of Berenga- 
rius, who firſt diſturbed the long peace, and as long continued 
Faith of the Catholick, Church of Tranſubſtantiation. This 
{trange attempt was accompanied with Arts and Tricks, as 
ſtrange, and unuſual with all honeſt men, that is, with a 
violent perverting of the Authors ſenſe, and an unjuſt; and 
+In tis 722ft fooliſh Turn of the whole deſign of Bertram. | This Gentle 
Remarks 7747 Makes Bertram to write his Book, againſt ſome that held | 
upon B?Y- 
= 5m Pp. 207, 298, Cc. Printed at the end of his Tranſlation. Paris, 1684. 
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bur Saviour's Natural Body was received if the Exchariſt whh- 
out Pail or Figure, that is, to pot it into downright 
E neliſh with the very ſame dimenſitns, Shin, Hair, Fleſh, Heal, 
Feet and Armes that be had on the Crofs. + But js tt probable 
there ever wete any ſach min? No; it is-[o' far from ir, that 
it is indpoſlible there ever could, ſince thu Opinion muſt be 
grounded upon their ſeeing it ſo, which I am fure never was, 
never could be : this Gentleman thinks the very + kproming what | Pref. 
ſtercoraniſm means i enough to confute it ;, but is it not tar ®* *** 
ſtronger againſt this fanty of his, for | dare not call it any 
mens Opinion, ſince | atty very well ſatisfied there never could 
be any men that held ſuch a thing. * 

It is pleaſant however to ſee, how the Dex» goes about 
to prove, that there was /ach an Opinion, and ſuch men, againſt 
againſt which our Author did write this Tratt ; he tells us; 
that ofie Abbaxdr, and one Gamttier, Prior of St. Vittor held 
that our Savionr”s Natural Body was palpable arid (enſible ir the 
Euchariſt. : but ſince theſe men by his own Confeſſion lived ewo 
or 1hree hundred years -t ſooneſt after Bertram, it is but a 
very odd way of proving that there were ſuch men 5 or 
before Bertram's time; becanfe there were about three' hundred 
years after; Such proof is fitter for Children, than Deans of 
Cathedrals to uſe, and ought no more to paſs from him, than p. 213, 
if it came from therz - but to help himſelf and his ridiculord 214. 
Authorities, he tells us that it is not probable, that they ewo 
were the firſt Authors of this Opinion ; now for brevity ſake 
to ſet this aſide, which is pitiful begging and not proving 
were theſe rwo men after all, thE Abbandns and Gualtier of 
this Opinjon, that our Savion#'s Body is rtcerved'it the Euchariſt 
without any /a:/, or Figzre ? This is ſo very falſe, that 1 
wonder how any man, that hath common ſenſe or any tearn- 
ing could have the face to aſſert ir; * they ſay indeed that * --Capite+ 
the Natural Body of Chriſt is palpable and ſenſoble in the Ex- 5/47. 
chart#, but that zHey do not meaniſerfible ro the Eye, of viſible; reſponders, 

_ qur dicunt 


ipſum Corpus nok frangi, ſed in Albedine exper t& Rorunditare aliguid faFitari;-ſed re- 
mw D ron Jos elta Chris 4: Albedine G& as dif} ey &c. 
AbBautus þ. 211, —— ſualiter, nant ſolu Sacrawiento, ſed etidinverivate md- 
nibus Sactrdontin tha avi toy fragt Of fidelinint denrididy athtri, Eece Eatholite Eidee. fie 
autem Scholaſticus ſrc exponit vere quidem aiteſt ;- ſed in Sacramento tantury,. Ganltier þ. 
212, in the Remarks, , O "7. 


Fa 
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is hence apparent becauſe "they talk of the WWhireneſs and 
and the Rowndneſs, which certainly are that which you call 
the vails of oxr Saviour's Body ;, and all the intent of thetr 
Arguments was to prove, that tho? our Saviour”s Body was hid 
bake the Accidents of Whiteneſs, Ronndneſs, &Cc. yet that it 
5s palpable, and ſubjeft to be broke, ſince Whiteneſs and Round- 
neſs which are meer Accidents, could not be broken, or parted 
aſunder.- So that now we find by this Deaz's help art laſt, 
that #arthramn's or Bertram's Book_ was writ againlt 0 body, 
and about zothing, ſince it is impoſſible there ever were ſuch 
Per ſons, or-ſuch an Opinion for any body to write againſt. 

Certainly this Gentleman thought all the world aſleep be- 
ſides their own Party, or he could never have had the cou- 
rage to. have writ ſuch ſtaff, and tho? I do not wonder ar 
the French King's giving his Royal. Privilege to this Book, and 
calling the Tranſlator , his dearly beloved , becauſe I ſuppoſe 

he does not deſire to be thought to have read, or examined 
the Book, yet I am perfeCtly amazed to find the Approbation of 
the. Sorbonne to this mojt ridiculous nonſenſical Piece , and can 
give my ſelf no other. reaſon for ir, than that rhoſe People 
are reſolyed to approve and licenſe any thing againſt ws, tho' it 
be at the ſame time as much againſt common ſenſe and reaſon; 
I hope ſome one will do, what I cannot. have- room, or 
leaſure to do here, that is, take this. Dean Boileau's Tran- 
ſtation, and Remarks to task, tre very foundation of which 
[ have perfectly. ruined in- char little. I have ſaid here ; Bur 
toreturn, To-! | # 

4 Coroll. ' My fourth Corollary is, That the Illuſtrations and Compa- 

riſons, by which the: Fathers uſed to prove 4 Change in the 
Elements , doi prove their Opinions to have been oppoſite to 
Tranſubſtantiation. : 

(1) Greg, Iwillhere inſtance in the ſeveral Compariſons, (1) of the 

NyſſenOrat. Wager ini Bapriſm, (2) of the Perſon baprized, (3) of the Oy1 

io Bat. in Chriſm, (4) of the Ordained Perſon, (5) and of the, Alrar. 

"'”** Theſe the Farhers made uſe of to prove ſuch a change in the. 

(2) 2m. Elements of Bread and Wine. Now there is no man” of any 

of. de d- 1, er ning Or ſenſe will ſay they taught any Tranſubſtantiation 


Is T \ : | 
7 __ B of the Water, of the Perſon baptized, of the Oyl, of the Stones 


(3) Onrit. Hit. Cateth. Myſtag. 3. (4) Greg- Nyſſen-lupra. (5) Idem Didem, 


of 
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of the Altar, or of the Perſon ordained, and therefore neither 
any. Tranſubſtattiation of the Elements of Bread and-Wine. 
They compare theſe ſeveral changes together ,* and make chem 
to be paratel and equal : So that-it ig' evident they meant an 
equal change in them , and no. Tranſubſtantiarion of one of 
chem, more than of che reſt. - | 
_ And farther, all the change hey attribute 'to any of rheſe 
things, the Water, the Oyl, the Baprized perſon, &Cc. is not at 
all as to their ſubſl ance, by removipg. it away. but as to the 
Virtue, Qualuy, Office, and Uſe of them by the Acceſſion or 
Influence of the Spirit of God, as I have particularly ſhewed 
above in. Gregory Nyſſen, Cy1il of Hieruſalem and St. Ambroſe - 
fo that I may hence conclude, that as the Primitive Fathers 
taught no ſubſtantial change of any of thoſe things mentioned, 
in order to the Effects they are dedicated ro, ſo they taught 
none of the Bread and Wine in order to their Communica- 
ting to us the Benefrs and Yirexe of our Saviour's Paſſion. 
_ I will end this Corollary with that of Theodorer, (2) owr (2) Oores 
/ Saviour honoured the Symbols and Signs; the Conſecrated Bread 7% 9 uw 
; and Wine, with the Titles of his Body and his Blood, not [_ by} 4 _ 
changing their NATURE at all, but [by] adding GRACE to anus] 
NATURE. 4 alud]O- 


by . [1 _ Weg 
ele Te]iunrsy, s F bor wlapardiy, ame F xacy Ty evou wegralenc;. Theodoret. 
Dial. 1. p. 18. Edit. Sirmond 1642. 


My fifth Corollary ſhall be, That the Argument from the E1- 
chariſt uſed by the Fathers to prove the Verity of the two + 
Natares in Chri#t, doth evidently deny, and rejelt any Tran- 
. ſubſtantiation. | 4 
This 1 ſhall demonſtrate from particular rates moſt 
eminert in their times ;, the firſt of which ſhall be the!Grear 
St. Chryſoſtom, in hw Epiſtle to Ceſarins a e Honk, whom be 
was endeavouring to (ecure from Apollinarius his Hereſie, who 
denyed the Truth of the two Nature: in Chriſt. For thediſ- 
proving of which, falſe Doftrine among other Arguments, He | 
urges this from the Euchari#t, (1) For. EI Ih 
as \ in the Enchariſt | before the Bread is (1) wg —— 
Confecrated, we call it Bread, but after _— — fentifeantd Gratis, me 
that by the megiation of the __ Di= aiame Sactrdote, liberatus eft quidem 
2 "7 vine © 


Aympellatione PANIS, dignus autire 
habitus eft Paminzcs Corgorgs AP- 
PELLATIONE , etignþs NATURA 
PANIS in ipſo permanſit , (5 non dw 
Corpora, ſed num Corpus Fili prede- 


catur ; Sic & hic Pivimu <1:Þpuourys, 


id eft, inundante Corports naturd, u- 
num filium, ynam Perſonam, wiaghee 
fecerunt. Agnoſcendwn tamen vncon- 
fuſam, & indiviſibilem rationem, non 


in u14 ſ0/um Natura , fell in duabus- 


perſedtis. D. Chryi. Ep. ad Cal; 7x the 
Appendix to the Defence of the Ex- 


[ poſition, &c. Pp. 156. 
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vine Grace bath fanltified it , "it 15 no 
longer called Bread, put is hownred 
with the name ' of our' Lords Body, tho? 
the nature of © Bread cantinue jr it 
ſtill; - and it doch not berome two dj- 
ſtint Bodies, but one Body of the Son 
of God; even ſo here the Drvme N4- 
ture being united to the humane | or 
Body }, they together make up. but one 
Son, one Perſon. But muſt however 
be acknowledged to remein without Con- 
fieſton afrer an indiviſitle marner, not 


in one NATURE, but im TWO PERFECT NATURES. 
The very ſame Argument doth Fheodorer urge againſt the 


Emntychians, whole 


B. 


erefie was the ſame with that of Apol- 


tonaris, 2s | have above put down his words at large from 
his {econd Dialogue againſt the Entychian Hereſic (p. 70.) 
One of your own Popes, LelaſimsT. againſt the ſame Here- 


(2) Certe 
Sacramtn- 


ticks, ayes, (2) Doubrleſs the SHCRAMENTS of. the Budy 
and Blood of Chriſt, which we receive , are @ Divine T hing, 


ta, que ſur.in that they make us Partalers of the Divine Nature, though 


wes £97-.,1 SUBSTANCE or NATURE 


- hore [04 
anguinie 


doth ſtill Remain : 


of the BREAD and WINE 


main : ang indeed the Image and: Likeneſs of 
Chriſt's Body and Blood # celebrated in the Myſterions Attion. 


vina Res By this therefore we are plainly tauzht ro think, the ſame of our 
eft, Propie? [0x d Chrift bimſclf, as we profeſs, celtbrate and recerue, im, or , 


quod 7y per 


eadem Di- by, bi 1MAGE;,that 45 the Elements paſs imto 4 Divine Nature, 
vine effici- by the Operation of the Holy Ghoſt , and yer continue to have 
mur Confor- their own Proper Nature, ſo that principal Myſtery (the lncar- 
tes Nature, nation) the Virtue and efficacy of which the EConfecrated 


& tamen 


efſe non de. Elements} do truly Repreſent unto we, doth. as evidently demon- 
ſore845- ftrats, that there 16 One True andentire Chriſt, conſjting of 


STANTIA two diftinct Natures. 
vel NATH- 
RA PANIS & WIN: Of certe TMAGO & SIMILITWDQ CORPORIS &>. SANGWHINIS- 
Chriſti in Afione Myſt texiorum celebrantw, Satis ergo nobis tvidentey offtndituy, hoc nobis 
in ipſo Chriſto Domino ſentiendum, quod in 15s Imagine profitemun, celebramus Cy ſuminms. ut 


Sent, in hane, fertecet in Divinan tr 


anſeunt, , Sanff 


0 ſiritu gerffciente. Sublantian s PER: 


MANENTE tomm in fue (re...) ſui PROPRIETATE NATWRA : Sit illud ipſum. #, 
rine Prixcipale, cams nohis efficient iam, virtutemg; veraciter REPRESENTANT, ex quib 
enus propric PER NANENTIBUS tunum Chrifliun, quis integrum, vtrnmq; Permanire de- 
manſtrant, Gglafius Papa de duabys in Chrifto Naturis in Biblioth. P Prom. Parte 3. 


Tom. 5. p. $71. Edit, Colon. 1618. 


Epbrem 
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 Epbrem, or Fphramim, the Patriarch of Amioch in the 


fxth Cemmy urges the ſame Argument (3) againſt the(3) Apud 
ſame Hereticks. ; Photii Bib- 
That which I gather from chefe evident places of theſe grear ti _ 


Men is, that as they held the huwane Nature to continue entire 


me its Union with the Devine into the One Perſon of Chriſt, 
* 


they held the rrue Subſtante of rhe Bread 19 continue after its 
Conſecration into rhe. Sacramental Body -of Chriſt ; and that 
if they had not believed his, they would never have uſed jr as 
an Argument to prove the other. : 

Theſe Places and this Argument are (0 convictive, that I ad- 
mire that any man can believe Tr:nſubſtantiation , that does 
but reade and conſider chem. I know ſome of your Writers ſay, 
that the Fathers by Subſtance and Nature here mean onely the 
outward Appearance and the bare Accidents. 

But, not to inſiſt how we ſhall ever know any Autbor's ſenſe 
in any one thing , if men may take this Liberty not onely to 
make a word fignifie whar they pleaſe, but the direct contrary ' 
to-what jr ſhould and alwayes doth; This is to make the whole 
Argument of theſe ſeveral Greateft Men, of a Pope himſelf, and 
bim perhaps 2s learned as ever fat in the Chair, and as Infalli- 
ble, perfect Foolery and dire Sophiſtry; to give up their 
Cauſe, as well as their Arguments unto the Herericks, their 
Enemies, while they make theſe Learned Fathers to prove that 


 Chri#t had not the Appearance onely (which none of the Enty- 


chians did deny him) but a erue humane Nature by the Exam- 
ple of a Thing, which had not the true Nature of Bread, but 

the bare Appearance of it without ary Subſtance. | 
Certainly ſuch men do not conſider what great wrong they 
doe to theſe Fathers in making their Areumens ſovery weak, 
and impertinent: Had They then believed- Tranſubftantiation,it 
had been perfeft Madneſs in Them to uſe the Enchariſt for an 
Argument againſt the Heretioks , ſince the Fereticks would 
molt eafily have retorted i , and ſhewn out of their own 
mouths, that' 64 apow Confecration the Subft ance of the Bread. 
is gone, and worhing but the appearance Of Bread remains ; ſo 
upon the Union of the rwo N atures the humane was abforpr, or 
(to borrow a word of you for the Eutychians) rranſphſtantic- 
ced into the Divine, and onely the Appearance of fleſh = 
mMAailned : 


Rs 


mained : and this the Fathers could never have diſproved, if 
they themſelves had held, that the Appearance of a Thing as to 
Colour, Dimenſion, Smell, Taft, $c. might ſubſiſt without the 
Subſtance unto which thoſe Accidents do belong. 
Ina word, had there been ſucha thirg as Tranſubtantia- 
tion believed ther, as the Fathers could not have urged the 
Example of the Euchari#t its continuing/in the very ſame NA- 
TURE and SUBSTANCE »r had before Conſecration againſt 
the Extychian Hereticks ; ſo it is Morally Impoſſible that thoſe 
Hereticks ſhould omit fo home an Argument in Defence of 
themſelves : but ſince theſe are never known to have urged 
any ſuch thing for themſelves, and we find the Greateſt and 
 moit Learred Fathers urging the Example of the EUCHA- 
RIST vs remaining in the T RUE SUBST ANCES of BREAD 
and WINE aftcr CONSECR A FION, we have all the Reaſon 
in the World to conclude that the Fathers neither 4zd, nor 
could ever believe ſach a thing as Tranſubſtantiation. 
1 migit have added another Corollary from the Diſtinion 
between the Natural and the Spiritual Fleſh and Blood of 
Chriſt ſo much inſiſted on by the Fathers, Clemens of Alexan- 
(4/P £492. d;;7, (4) and others, and eſpecially by Rarhramn or Bertram, 
294 why who hath made it the Subject of the Second Part of his Book 
"2 fer #P from Set/cu Foth. p. 127 3 by our Countreymen (5) Alfrick 
mon eft C:» - Ar cl-1,11-0p of Canterbury in an Epistle ro Wulphin Biſhop of 
pas Chriſti Shirb-urn, and by Wuiphjn hin;ſclf (6) in a Synodical Oration 
On SE of his to his Clergy, inthe Tenth Century near a Thouſand years 
ſed $1R3-20ter Chri#t. ; : 
TUALL I mig} alſo have inſiſted on ſome more ſuch , particularly 
TER non on that Acconntin Heſychius (7)of the Cuſtome of the Church 
Corpus i of Jeraſal.m to burn what was left of the Conſecrated Elements ;; 
TS but to avoid being tedious, thoſe I have already made are 
ſed Corpus abundantly 'ſufficient to ſhew , that Tranſubſtantiation wzs 
_ 1iludeguo not, could not be the Belief of the FATHERS; that their 


locutus eft ; 


"4 


quando Panem Uy Vinum in EUCHARISTIAM noFe una ante Paſſmnem ſiiam Conſecravit, Al, 
fric. apud Wheloci notas in Bed. H. E.l. 4. c. 24. (6) Hoſtia illa eſt Chriſti Corpus non 
Corporaliter, ſed Spiritualirer. Non Corpus in quo paſſus eSt, ſed Corpus de quo locutus eft, 
quando Panem & .Vinum ea que Paſſionem anteceſſit nofte 1n Hoſtiam Conſecravit , Go de Sa- 
craro Pane dixit, Hoc eſt Corpus Meum, &c. Wulfini Oratio Synodica apud Uſer. de Chriſt, 
Eccl, Succeſ. ty Statn, C. 2. P. 44+ (7) Heſchrus in Levit. l. 2, c, 8. 


FAITH 


6 


. 
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/ FAI oncerning the EUCHARIST is' the very SAME 
with the FAITH taught and embraced by the CHURCH of 
ENGLAND, which was the Thing I undertook to evince. 


CHAP. XXIV. 


Two or Three Reflexions upon the Remainder of Ar. Sclater?s 
Book: The Conclulioa. 


Hs done This, I ſh211 not trouble my ſ!f with the 
reſt of your Citations, but ſhall wave them as not one. 
jot to the Purpoſe, ſince if thcy ſhonld be againſt OUR 
CHURCH, I have already proved that they asare much againſt 
THE PRIMITIVE CHURCH, I will onely make rwo or A 
three Reflections upon the Refi of your Book, and then take 
leave of yo. _ | 

The Firft ſhall be upon your Great Lateran Council, That p, 84. 
it did determine ( allowt:ng, what is denyed by /oe of your 
own ſide,that things were managed fairly at this Meeting) tor 
Tranſubſtantiation, and for the PAPAL POWER of DUuPOS- 
ING KINGS at the ſame time. If-it erred in Determining 
the LATTER, why not in Determining the FIRST. I am 
{ure that TRANSUESTANTIATION is as MUCH againſt 
the PRIMITIVE FATHERS, as that DAMNABLE HERE- 
TiCAL DOCTRINE of ;POPES POWER of DEPOSING:-. 
of KINGS, and DISPOSING of their KINGDOMS can dHz?. 
And we do not envy your having TRANSUBSTANTIATIH- , Diſcourſe 
ON derermined by ſuch a Council, as FIRST Coxcitiarly Ge- concerning 
termined that HELLISH DOCTRINE of DEPOSING of Chritt's 
KINGS, a Pradtice ſo Impions that Dr. BARNES not LONG Kingdom, 
SINCE -in a SERMON before the FAMOUS UNIVERSITY —.Þ.ce Bb | 
of CAMBRIDGE thought ir to be ONE of the oft TRRE- preached 
FRAGABLE ARGUMENTS ( to uſe his own words) ro prove before the 
HIM [ CHRIST his PRETENDER VICAR the POPE | ro #niverfury 
be THE ANTICHRIST, and he goes on to tell THEM, That = + omg 
whereas ſome have taken a great deal of Pains to prove HIM Prize, for 


[ the POPE ] /o, from: the obſcure Prophecies of Daniel ; And Grein.1682. 
others Þ- 18, IS., 
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dthers with great Labour and Difficultits have applied all the Phe 
nomena, 4nd CharaQers of the _ lyptical falle Prophet to 
R 


the POPE; THIS 4s a mot $S and COMPENDIOUS 

WAY of ſtamping «por HIM rhe MARK of che. BEAST. This 

Dofor*s word; and Opinion I have choſen the rather for this 

Purpoſe, becauſe I believe be doth not paſs in the Rank of 
MISREPRESENTERS among YOU, and becauſe it was ina 

p.18. SERMON before an UNIVERSITY, wherein HE told them, 
he would deal ſincerely with THEM. I am perſwaded that 

thoſe of your Party that know HIM will grant him to be 

none of our fiery Zealots, and Furioſo's againft Popery, tho' 

P: 49530 HE doth in the ſecond SERMON ſpeak of JUST EXCLA- 
N. B. MATIONS againſt the SUPERSTITIONS ar4IDOLATRIES 
of the CHURCH of ROME, and of 4 COMMENDABLE IN- 
DIGNATION againft che WICKED 2nd HELLIE-H PRA- 
CTICES of the ROMISH EMISSARIES zo ESTABLIH the 
POPISH RELIGION. 

5 My next Reflexion is, that your Account of Berengarins 
P:7517% diſcovers abundanceof malice and of ignorance too, becauſe 
He could not be the firſt Diſturber of the long Peace of the 

Church, by teaching a Dottrine oppolite to Tranſubſtantiation, 

ſince in the Century before that Berengarius lived in, not to 

go abroad, in our OWN NATION the SAME DOCTRINE, 

that Berengarius did ſtand up for, was the COMMON FAITH 

(')p. 73-of OUR CHURCH, and was pudlickly taughr, and believed, 
31. 2s appears moſt evidently to a Demonſtration from the 
N. B. Publick Authorized SAXON HOMILY for EASTER, and 
(m)Eeadem from the Writings, and SYNODICAL ORATIONS ( where- | 
rempore Be-in a Man may moſt reaſonably expeCt to meet with the ge- 
rengarimusin ine and publick Faith of the Church ) of ALFRICK ARCH- 
hereticen BISHOP of CANTERBURY [. our ENGLISH PATRI- 
Nrerearem, ARCH 7] and of WULPHINE Biſhop of SHIRBOURN, as 
orfines Gal-T have already obſeryed, (!) and put down ebeir words i and 
{og Ttatos et rhe SAME FAITH was genera believed by almoſt ALL the 
Anglos = FRENCH and ITALIANS as Well as by the ENGLISH in 
NN <A Berengarius his time, ,3s Matthew Weſt mmter tells us{®) who 
vitatibas. was miſtaken in ſaying it was by the Infeftion of Berengarin?s 
Matth.Weſt. Doftrine, ſince it is certain THAT was the GENERAL and 
ad amwn, pt BLICK DOCTRINE here in the Cenrwry before; and in 
my | FRANCE 
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FRANCE the Century before that ( to wit, in the NINTH 
CENTURY ) as one may believe from the Writingr of Bez- 
cram and Erigena, 

And here 1 cannot but obſerve how much you diſcoyer p. 56, 
a groſs ignorance, when you make Bertram, and Scorme Erj- 
gena ( whom you have ſplit into rwo ) Followers of Berenga- 
rius, whenas They both lived two Hundred years before Him. 
Nay a man would believe almoſt from you, that Berthram 
was at thi preſent alive, when you ſay that' Berengariwws Opi- p. 76. 
nion and Arguments are #4 urged by Bertram, lately reprinted 
in Engliſh. You havea great deal more of ſuch wretched ſtuff, 
but 1 am ſo weary of zr, that I will bur ſpeak a word or two 
to you asto the Greeks, and then pals to a farewell requeſt 
to you, and your new Superiours. 

That the preſent great Ignorance, Poverty and Ambition 
of the Greek Church hath taught a great many of them, lca- 
ving their ow ancient Faith, to embrace for lucre ſake the 
Latin Doftrine of Tranſubſtantiation, is what we cannot now 
deny, but that which we have to ſay-upon this buſineſs 1s, : 
that zhoſe perſons neither learned this vew fangled Dottrine 
from the Fathers, from their own Liturgies, or from the an- 
tient Creeds, or Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitutions ; that Gabriel of Sce Dr. 
Philadelphia ( who ſtudied and lived ſo long at Padra and 37 of 
Venice ) firſt broached Tranſubſtantiation in their language, jo Ina 
ſince whom many Latinized Greeks have eſpouſed iz, and the 
four Patriarchs, at the Inſtance of Monſieur Noimel, or ra- Rjcaut his 
ther his French Mony (as I hope a Gentleman who was then in Preface to 
Turkey will e're long make it {ficiently appear ) ſubſcribed 2 Preſent 
the Oriental Confeſſion ( drawn up by oze bred in Htaly ) in. p - 
the year 1672. not, as you falſly tell w, 1643. hs 

As their Ignorance ( which is {0 great, that Sr. P. Ricaut 
ſays moſt Mechanicks among us are more learned and knowing 
than the Doitors and Clergy of Greece ) diſpoſes them for 
any Dofrine whatever, f5 their great Poverty ( which no 
body denies ) and their «naccountable and prodigious Ambiti- 
on hurry them on to any thing for lucre ſake. The 
Dire effects of their extravagant Ambition are ſufficient- 
ly ſeen in that rhey have thereby run their poor Church 


into ſuch arrears with the Port , that je will never 
P | be 
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Ric-ut's be able to claw off Through their Changing of Parr;- 
wy ſnt  a*chs (whereof they *® had fix in eight years at Conſtanti- 
= ng Greet Fople ) and their moſt unchriſtian ſhouldering of ove another 
Church, out, the Pow Church was indebted in the year 1672. to the 
3 », 102, Grand Serenior three hundred and fifty thouſand Dollars, as 
102.c. Sr. Paul ſays he was informed by the Biſhop of Smyrna. 

p. 98. This is enoogh to ſhew the miſerable Hamour as well as 
Condition of thoi> People, who to get monys to buy out 
the incumbent Patriarch and to place rhemſelves tho' but for 
a month on the Parriarchal Throne at Conſtantinople, would 
I queſtion not ſubſcribe a worſe Do(trire than that of Tran- 
ſubſtantiaticn, ſince they have ignorance enough for ary. 
The bchaviour of the Arch- Biſhop of Samos to Doftor Smith 
of eHaudlins, makes me to have a very lender opinion of 

Sce Dr. thoſe fort of men - when he met with him in France, then 

ws 5.» Cildren only received in the one kind, and they could not di- 

Viſ.ellanea £elt Fleſh ; but as ſoon as he had croſſed the Water, and 
breathed a little Engliſh Air, then Childrer did undoubred- 
ly partake in both kinds, 2s he quickly wrote to Dofor 
Smith. But enough of this Man, and the Humour of that 
miſerable People, which is nothing to the purpoſe of a Con- 

| ſenſu Veterum, 

The Requeſt I have now to make to you Mr. Sclater is, 
that you would conſider what a miſerable miſtake you have 
made about theſe things, how grievonſly you have ſaffered 
your {lf ro be impoſed npon, in leaving a Communion which 
is truly Carholick and ApoRolical, and hath not oze wlawful 
Term of Communion, and in falling t5 a Church which for all. 
the Paints and Waſhes laid on #r appears to be wery aeform- 
ed, and hath a great many lawful Terms of Communion. It 
their Condition be dangerous that were bred in that Commun;- 
on, if they have any opportunities ( as all here in England 
have ) of knowing more and of better tmformation ; what 
muſt be thought of yours, who can pretend no want of Infor- 
mation, - have had ſo long a Tract of opportunities to have 
ſecured you even in od age from ſuch a dotefild Fall; I do 
from my ſoul wiſh that you may ( before death ſurprizes ) 
recover your ſelf, and return to that true Faith from which 
you have ſwerved, and that «#! that lye under the —_ 

| £41 ; 
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euilt may in God's good time be again gathered into our 
Apoſtolical Church. May God remove all Oftacles, that do 
at preſent hinder ſuch a Return. 

And my requeſt to your Superiours is, that if ever they 
think fit to have another Convert appear in Print againſt , 
they would oblige us ſo far as to chuſe one that hath a little 
more Modeſty, and a little more Learning, one that can 
diſtinguiſh between the Presbyters of eAchaia and St. Au- 


$4rew, between the Second General Council of Conſtantinople, y, -2 


and the ( reputed ) Seventh at Nice, whence he quotes that 
in-padent lye of Epiphanins the Deacon; one that can tranſlate 
what he is taught to borrow; that ſo if ever any of our 


Church vouchſafe to anſwer him, he may not have ſo ma-- 


ny complaints to make as I bave had in the Examination of 
Mr. Sclater*'s Book. 


«Harch 1 ſt. 
1686, 


THE END. 
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